XVIII. THE PRETENDED EVIDENCE OF 
HISTORY FOR JEWISH RITUAL MURDER 


“Personne ne la racontera sans que la plume 
n hésite et que lV’encre, en écrivant, ne blanchisse de 
larmes.”” (J. Micneter, “ Du Prétre, de la femme, 
de la famille,’ 3rd edition, Paris, 1845, on the 
history of the Waldenses ). 


The first writer in recent times,* who busied him- 
self to prove, by instances from history, the actual 
existence of the doctrine of ritual murder among the 
Jews was, as far as I perceive, Konstantin Cholewa de 
Pawlikowski, “Der Talmud in der Theorie und 
Praxis,’ Regensburg, 1866. He enumerates 73 
“human sacrifices ” (p. 245-808), which the Jews had 
brought about, or at least had tried to bring about, 
“in order to eat the blood in their unleavened bread.” 
—Geza v. Onody, “ Tisza-Eszlar in der Vergangenheit 
und Gegenwart,’’ authorised translation by G. v. 
Marczianyi, Budapesth, 1883 (215) devotes a chapter 
of 91 pages to “Ritual murders and blood-sacrifices.’’-- 
Rohling referred to the “ verdict of history > in “ Meine 
Antworten,’’ 53 sq. in “ Prof. Dr. Rohling, die Juden- 
frage u. die offentliche Meinung,”’ 22-6, and further 
in the letter of 10th July, 1892 (v. supr. p. 114). He 


* Eisenmenger II., 220-7, gives a long list of Christians (especially 
children), who are said to have been murdered by Jews. In relation 
to the use of blood, he says at the end: “ Every one can guess that 
not everything is bound to be untrue. But I leave it undecided, 
whether the matter is so or not.” 
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copied out some articles that appeared in the Civilta 
Cattolica in 1887 and 1882.—H. Desportes, “ Le mystére 
du sang chez les Juifs de tous les temps,’’ Paris, 1890, 
has devoted almost 200 pages to the “facts of the 
case.’’—Anonymous: “Die Juden und das Christen- 
blut,”” L., 1892 (46), a plagiarism, especially from 
Pawlikowski, Desportes, and Onody, superabound- 
ing in ignorance.—The book of Carl Mommert (a 
Catholic priest), “Der Ritual-Mord bei den Talmud- 
Juden,’’ Leipsic, 1905 (127 p.), a contemptible 
mixture of malignancy and ignorance, is almost 
entirely stolen from the writings just mentioned.— 
Similar books about “ritua] murders,’’ not a single 
one of which rests on original work, have often been 
printed, cf., e .2., Athanasius Fern [pseudonym], “ Die 
juidische Moral und das Blut-Mysterium,’”’ L., 1893, 
32-45. 

In March and April, 1892 (Nos. 8438-8473) the 
Milan paper, Osservatore Cattolico published 44 
articles on “Certezza del ritualismo nelle uccisioni 
giudaiche ”’ (“ certainty of the ritual character of the 
murders practised by the Jews ’), including lastly a 
comprehensive “list ’’ of 154 cases “of perpetrated 
or attempted ritual murders.’’ 

This long list has received attention among many 
people, partly because of the bold impudence shown 
by its author. But it was undeserved, because he 
ts an ignorant plagiarist, who does not even observe the 
simplest rules of historical criticism. 

First of all, a few examples of the disgraceful 
ignorance of the Osservatore Cattolico. Copying a 
printer’s error of Desportes, it declares, case 106, 
Dublin to be the capital of a Russian government! 
Copying two other mistakes of Desportes, it believes 
“Steyer-Marck ”’ and “ Karntey,’’ case 96, to be towns! 
Eisenmenger II., 223, correctly has “in Steyermarck, 
Karnten.”’ Likewise the town of “Thorn,’’ in the 
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“Belgian Province of Liittich,”’ case 103, is merely a 
printer’s error (for Theur ?) copied from Desportes. 
The Emperor J oseph II. died on 20th February, 1790, 
but the Osservatore Cattolico, case 102, makes out the 
Jews, condemned for a murder committed in 1791 in 
Transylvania, to have been pardoned by this “ Free- 
mason!’’ Desportes, the Osservatore Cattolico’s 
authority, read perfunctorily Onody’s account, and 
thereupon misunderstood it! 

The Osservatore Cattolico conceals the fact that it 
is plagiarising, by very often naming not Desportes, 
but the authority mentioned by him, and in doing so 
not infrequently copies wrong numbers, and wrong or 
inaccurate quotations. In case 4, e.g., occurs the 
wrong number, 1071 (instead of 1171) as in Victor, 
Desportes, and the Leipsic anonymous writer.—Case 
22, “Florent de Worcester, p. 992.’ + ‘In an Italian 
paper the name ought to have been given either in 
Latin, according to the title of the book, or in English, 
according to the country of the author, or in Italian, 
but notin French. Desportes forgot to give the num- 
ber (II.) of the volume, so it is also missing in the 
Osservatore Cattolico. The page number is missing in 
both: in case 91 and 111.—In case 113, Desportes has 
the incorrect page number, “355°” instead of “356 ;”’ 
so also the Osservatore Cattolico—Desportes and the 
Osservatore Cattolico have wrongly: “ Wizzens”’ in- 
stead of “ Weissensee,’’ case 36; “ Zirgler’’ instead of 
“ Ziegler,” case 77: “Orkul”’ (in Hungary) instead of 
“ Orkuta,’’ case 102; “ Pecho”’ instead of “ Pico,’’ case 
61.—In the name “ Colmenares ”’ the letters “en ”’ are 
are not clear in Desportes’s book, which has been pro- 
duced by stereotyping. To this circumstance the 
author “Colmohares’’ owes his existence in the 
Osservatore Cattolico. The exact title of the book, 
which Desportes also did not look for, runs: 
“Historia de la insigne ciudad de Segovia,” Madrid, 
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1640, fol., v.p. 400, 1649 Sq.;. the author, who is not 
named on the title page, is Diego de Colmenares.— 
Also the quotation taken from Desportes, “ Onody, 
Tisza-Eszlar passim,” in cases 132-5 betrays the 
plagiarist, because Onody, 137, mentions these four 
cases in two immediately successive lines.—The 
Osservatore Cattolico has also plagiarised from Rohling. 
Firstly in regard to his book, assumedly written by 
Victor, 25 sq., for in cases 22, 29, 42, 46, 47, 69, 73, 74, 
there are the same mistakes or inaccuracies in the 
quotations. Secondly, in regard to “Meine Antwor. 
ten,’ 55 sq. Both “authorities” have the following 
errors in common: Case one is attributed to the year 
425 under appeal to Baronius, whilst the “Annales 
Ecclesiastici’”’ of that industrious compiler have 
“415;”° for case 39 these annals are brought forward 
for the year 1325 instead of 1305 ; that the Jew Salomo 
killed the boy Konrad, case 66, is stated in the Annals 
for the year 1476 not in No. 20, but in No. 19. Inci- 
dentally, whoever looks closely into the matter, can 
easily recognise that Rohling did not derive informa- 
tion from the authorities themselves in the domain of 
history any more than in that of Jewish literature. 

Likewise those quotations of the Osservatore 
Cattolico, which are neither in Desportes nor in 
Rohling-Victor, so far, at any rate, as concerns dates 
up to 1840 inclusive, are copied without verification 
from other sources (mostly indeed from the Civilta 
Cattolico: ef. €.g. case 8: “Pagi n. 15,’’ and case 17: 
“Blancas. Arag. Comment.”’ with G. de Mousseauz, 
“Le Juif,’’ Paris, 1869, 191). 

A large number of the cases are impossible of ex- 
amination because Desportes and his copier, the 
Osservatore Cattolico, neither adduce an authority nor 
give otherwise sufficiently precise information, €.g. case 
30: “1289, Suabia, ritual murder.” 

At least four times the same case ts counted double. 
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Case 23, “Northampton, 1279;”’ case 24, “London, 
1279. The chronicler Florence, of Worcester (“ Flo- 
rentii Wigorniensismanochi(Chronicon ex Chronicis,”’ 
de. B. Thorpe, II., London, 1849), 222, whom Des- 
portes and the Osservatore Cattolico quote, but have 
not looked up, says quite distinctly: “ Apud North- 
amtonam die Crucis adoratae [14 September] puer 
quidam a Judaeis crucifixus est; ipso tamen puero 
non tune penitus interfecto. Cujus quidem rei 
praetextu multi de Judaeis statim post Pascha 
[2 April] Londoniae equis distracti et suspensi sunt.” 
(Moreover let the word “ praetextus ”? (a pretext) be 
taken into consideration).—Case 25 “ Munich, 1282,”’ 
is identical with case 27, “Munich, 1285,’ as 
Desportes and his copier must have seen, if they had 
not merely quoted but also read Matth. Rader’s 
“Bavaria Sancta,” II. (Munich, 1624), 315 sq. The 
Leipsic anonymous writer uses the same passage in 
Rader even for a third case, “Munich, 1286.’’—Case 
74, “1503, Waltkirch,’’ and case 75 are one and the 
same. The Osservatore Cattolico did not look up 
either the “ Acta Sanctorum,’’ which Desportes men- 
tioned as his authority, nor the work of Joh. Eck 
(“Echio!’’), which he found quoted in an Italian book. 
—Also case 12, “1235, Norwich,”’ is identical with 
case 15, “1240, Norwich.’’ It is true, Matthew Paris 
mentions in both years in his “ Chronica Majora ”’ 
(ed. H. R. Luard, London, 1876 sq.) the circumcision 
of a Christian boy; but the account of D’ Blossiers 
Tovey, “Anglia Judaica ”’ (Oxford, 1738), 96-101, 
based upon the original documents, leaves no doubt 
that it concerns only one occurrence. 

Yet worse than these faults is that there is no 
criticism whatever exercised as regards the credibility of 
the reports. All accusations are regarded as correct, 
without consideration as to when and by whom they 
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were made, and without testing the question, 
whether they are probable or even possible. 

Even were it assumed—but not admitted—that all 
the cases announced by the chroniclers and other 
reporters had actually happened, and indeed hap- 
pened just as they are said to have (followed by 
miracles, etc.), very many cases would nevertheless not 
belong here, because they have no ritual character 
whatever even according to all these reporters. 

In several cases, always assuming the credibility 
of the tradition, it would be a matter of popular-medical 
belief, and therefore hardly of anything ancient 
Jewish, and quite certainly not specifically Jewish. 
According to the Marbach annals, the Jews of Fulda 
(when tortured, of course), confess in December, 1235, 
that they had murdered the miller’s children, “ut ex 
eis sanguinem ad suum remedium elicerent.”’ Here 
should be placed the confession forced from the Jews 
at Tyrnau, in 1494, with which the statements of J. 
Pfefferkorn and F. A. Christiani (v. Ch. 19 B) should 
be compared. The case of Poesing, in 1529 (“at the 
marriage festival,’’) points perhaps to a popular 
belief of a similar kind. 

Thomas Cantipratanus (called after the monas- 
tery of Cantimpré, near Cambray, b. about 1201, d. 
between 1270 and 1272) believed that the Jews use 
Christian blood as a means of cure. (Note the words, 
“importune fluidam,’ and “ verecundissimo cruci- 
atu.”’) In “Bonum universale de apibus,”’ II., 29, 
§23 ed. Colverenius, Douay, 1627, 304 sq.; cf. W. A. 
Van der Wet, “Het Biénboec van Thomas van Can- 
timpré,”’ ’s-Gravenhage, 1902, 221, 222), he examines 
the question, why the Jews annually shed Christian 
blood: “It is namely quite certain that they cast lots 
every year in every province, which community or 
city shall produce Christian blood for the other com- 
munities. When Pilate washed his hands and said: 


——— 
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‘Tam innocent of the blood of this just person,’ the 
excessively godless Jews cried out:* His blood be upon 
us, and on our children!’ (Matthew xxvii.) St. 
Augustine appears to allude to this in a discourse, 
which begins “In cruce;’’ that in consequence of the 
curses upon their fathers, the criminal disposition is 
even now transmitted to the children by the taint in 
the blood, so that the godless posterity suffers torment 
inexpiably through its violent coursing through their 
veins till they repentantly admit themselves guilty of 
the blood of Christ, and are healed.* Besides, I heard 
that a very learned Jew, who was converted to the 
faith of our times, said that a man, who was rever- 
enced among them as a prophet, had prophesied to 
the Jews at the end of his life: ‘You may be firmly 
convinced, that you can only be cured by Christian 
blood of this secret torment, with which you are pun- 
ished”t This utterance was caught at by the 
ever-blind and godless Jews, and they hit upon the 
plan that every year Christian blood should be shed 
in every province, so that they might be healed by 
such blood. And he [the proselyte] added: They all 
interpreted the utterance by understanding the blood 
to be that of any Christian whatever; whilst yet that 


* “Quod ex maledictione parentum currat adhuc in filios vena facino- 
ris per maculamsanguinis, ut per hance importune fluidam proles 
impia inexpiabiliter crucietur, quousque se ream sanguinis Christi 
recognoscat poenitens et sanetur.’’ 


[Perhaps Nicholas Donin, of La Rochelle, who in 1239 presented 
Pope Gregory IX. with a complaint against the Talmud, containing 
a good many calumnies, which led in 1242 to the burning of a mass 
of Talmud MSS. which filled 24 waggons, Cf. Js. Loeb in Revue des 
Hiudes juives 1. (1880), 247-61; IT. (1881), 248-70; TII., 39-57, and 
I., 293-6. In 1240 a Disputation between V.D. and Jechiél, f 
Paris, and three other Rabbis about the Talmud. Thomas, of 
Cantimpré, was in Paris 1237-42, and relates in the “ Bonum 
universale’’ I., 3 §6; van der Vet, “Biénboec,” 230 about the 
Talmud-burning ; so he was personally acquainted with Nicholas.] 
} “Certissime vos scitote nullo modo sanari vo i 
punimini verecundissimo cruciatu nisi solo aaereae “Christiane.” th 


- 
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blood was meant, which is daily poured on the altar 
for the forgiveness of sins; everyone of our people 
who, converted to belief in Christ, receives this [the 
blood of Christ in Holy Communion], as is proper, is 
soon healed of the curse inherited from his fathers.’ 

It is a question how those cases should be judged, 
in which the desire for blood is mentioned without a 
statement of its object, e.g. Pforzheim (1261), Weissen- 
burg (1270), Krems (1293). The actual or presumable 
motive may either have been the above-mentioned 
(popular medicine or absolute superstition connected 
with folklore), or that which will presently be men- 
tioned. 

Numerous other murders might, if not be 
justified, at least be explained as a reaction against 
the far more numerous deeds of blood and violence prac- 
tised against Jews, especially in the Middle Ages, by 
Christians, and indeed not only by private but also 
by official individuals * 

The first incident that is relevant here is that re- 
lated by the Ecclesiastica] historian Sokrates, vii., 16. 
In the Syrian town of Inmestar the Jews, who had 
got drunk on the occasion of a festival, began to scoff 
at the Christians, and then at Christ Himself. They 
next tied a Christian child to a cross, and made mock 
ofit. Finally they so ill-treated the child that it died. 
The Jews were Severely punished for this outrage 
cominitted in their insolence. The Jewish festival was 
presumably the feast of Purim, and the child was 
Supposed to represent Haman (H. Gratz, “Geschichte 
der Juden,’”’? 2nd ed., iv., 393: J. & Frazer, “The 
Golden Bough,” 2nd ed., iii., 178 sq.) 


* No Christian will be able to read without pain and without shudder- 
ing the fifty-page chapter on “Sufferings”’ in Zunz’s “ Die synago- 
agle Poesie des Mittelalters ”’ (Be. 1885). (Cf. also A. Neubauer 
and M. Stern, “ Hebriische Berichte iiber die Judenverfolgungea 
wahrend der Kreuzziige,”’ Be. 1892) 
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The hatred of Jews for Christians, the Christian 
religion, and its founders, [odium Christi et Christia- 
norum] corresponded to the hatred of Christians for 
the Jews and the Jewish religion. The crucifixions 
of Christian children, more rarely of grown-up 
Christians, at Easter, frequently reported, especially 
in the 12th and 13th centuries, so far as they are really 
historical, would give expression to this hatred, e.g. 
William of Norwich,* 1144, Hardld of Gloucester, 
1168, Blois, 1171, William of Paris, 1177, Richard of 
Paris, in Pontoise,t 1179, Robert, in Bury St. 
Edmunds, 1181, Winchester, 1182, Prague, 1305 (v. 
infr.) Christians were treated as Jesus was once 
treated, and as they would gladly have treated all 
those by whom they were hated, persecuted, and 
killed. Also, whoever assumes all these reports to be 
exact accounts of actual happenings, has no right to 
speak of ritual actions. Such ideas are simply con- 
tradicted by the fact that the reports referring to the 
more remote periods speak of the Christian, not of the 


Jewish Easter festival—The combination of the cru- 


cifixions, and the other so-called “ritual murders ” 
with the Jewish Easter I hold to be something quite 
secondary. It is utterly perverse to imagine these 
assumed or actual murders to be sacrifices of atone- 
ment. If they had that character, they would have 
frequently been mentioned about the time of the 
Jewish Day of Atonement, i.e. the end of September 
or in October. 


* This accusation is the oldest after 416 a.p., and appears to be an 
imitation of what happened at Inmestar. Cf. A. Jessop and M. R. 
James, “ Life and Miracles of St. William of Norwich,’’ Cambridge 
1896 (91 and 303 p.); S. Berger in “Mélusine, Recueil de 
mythologie,’’ etc., vol. viii. (Paris 1896-7), col. 169-74. 

Louis VII. of France (1137-80) subsequently admitted that the Jews 
were not guilty of the murders in Blois and Pontoise, v. A. Neubauer 
and M. Stern, 34 (p. 149 of the German translation).—That false 
charges were often brought, can be seen by the Jewish ordinance of 
the Bohemian King, Ottokar II., in 1254 (v. Ch. 19 D). 


whe 


M 
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Again, it should be carefully noted, that even in 
the case of the twelfth century, the utilisation of 
Christian blood by the Jews is not mentioned by any 
ancient writers, much less its utilisation for ritual 
objects. According to the Marbach annals, it was in 
1236 the Emperor Frederick IT. first inquired whether, 
as a wide-spread idea was current, the Jews needed 
Christian blood (“utrum.... Christianum  san- 
guinem in parasceve necessarium haberent,’’) and he 
received a negative answer from the expert commis- 
sion appointed by him (v. Ch. 19 B). 

The long list of “ ritual murders,’ which terrifies 
the ignorant, will shrink very much in size in the 
judgment of anybody who seriously weighs all the 
facts here presented. It is at once nullified, if one 
critically examines every single “case’’ which is de- 
scribed in sufficient detail. Whilst referring the 
reader to a series of articles called “Die Blutlige ”’ 
(the blood-lie), published by Dr. H. Hildesheimer in the 
Oesterreichische Wochenschrift (Vienna), 1899, No. 44 
sq., I shall mention here at any rate the majority of 
those older cases which are often brought up, and a 
portion of the accusations belonging to the most re- 
cent times, and indeed in chronological order. Fulda, 
1235; Valréas, 1247; Trent, 1475: Tyrnau, 1494; 
Pésing, 1529; Damascus, 1840 ; Tisza-Eszlar, 1882; 
Corfu, 1891; Xanten, 1891. Polna, 1899; and Konitz, 
1900 are the most “famous ’”’ cases. 

1235. Fulda, Cf. supr., p. 176 sq. It is related in 
the Erfurt Annals (“ Monumenta Germaniae, Scrip- 
tores,”’ xvi., 31): “In this year [1235] on 28 December, 
at Fulda, 34 Jews of both sexes were put to the sword 
by crusaders, because two of the Jews had, on holy 
Christmas Day, cruelly killed the five sons of a miller. 
who lived outside the city walls, and was at the time 
at church with his wife; they had collected their 
blood in bags smeared with wax, and had then, after. 


Y 
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they had set fire to them, gone away. When the 
truth of this occurrence was made known, and con- 
fessed to by the guilty Jews themselves, they were 
punished, as stated above.”’ Here, too, no witnesses ; 
here, too, merely confession produced by torture, 
therefore valueless. At any rate, there can be no 
question here of a ritual murder ; because (1) the Jews’ 
confession concerns only the use of blood for cura- 
tive purposes (Marbach Annals, v. supr. p. 176 sq.); 
(2) the expert commission appointed by the Emperor 
Frederick II. declared the untenableness of the accu- 
sation that the Jews were obliged to have human 
blood for any object whatever, and the Emperor in 
consequence “fully acquitted the Jews of Fulda of 
the crime attributed to them, and the rest of the Jews 
of Germany of such a serious charge ”’ (v. Ch. 19 B); 
(3) on 25th September, 1253 (v. Ch. 19 C), Pope Inno- 
cent IV. likewise declared against this accusation: 
“Since many Jews at Fulda and in several other 
places have been killed owing to a suspicion of the 
kind, we forbid,” ete.—Cf. R. Héniger, “ Zeitschrift fur 
die Geschichte der Juden in Deutschland,”’ I. (1877), 
136-51, and M. Stern, ibid. II. (1888), 194-9. The 
names of the victims are given in the Nuremberg 
Register, v. S. Salfeld, “Das Martyrologium des 
Niirnberger Memorbuches,”’ Be., 1898, 13. 122 sq. 
1247. Valréas (a little town in the present depart- 
ment of Vaucluse). Meilla, a girl two years’ old, dis- 
appears on 26th March, the Tuesday in Passion week. 
The following day she is found dead in the town ditch, 
with wounds on her forehead, hands, and feet. The 
child has been seen previously in the Jews’ street; for 
the rest, torture was employed here also as a substi- 
tute for all evidence. The confession ran to the effect 
that Christian blood was used as a kind of sacrifice 
(“quasi sacrificium.”) Cf. A. Molinier, “ Enquéte sur 
un meurtre imputé aux Juifs de Valréas”’ (in “Le 
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Cabinet Historique. Nouvelle Série,’ II., Paris, 
1884, 121-34), and M. Stern, “ Beitrage,’’ II., 46-62. 
This “case ’’ gave rise to two bulls (not known to 
Molinier at the time) of Innocent IV. to the Arch- 
bishop of Vienne, 28 May, 1247. I translate the one 
which is most important here, according to the first 
impression in E. Berger, “ Registres d’Innocent IV.,”’ 
Vol. I., Paris, 1884. 

I., No. 2815: “If the Christian religion were care- 
fully to weigh, how inhuman and contrary to piety it 
ts, to torment with divers oppressions, and exasperate 
with manifold grave injuries, the survivors of the 
Jews, to whom, as the remaining witnesses of His 
redemptory suffering, and His victorious death, the 
goodness of the Saviour has promised the grace of 
salvation, then would it not only keep its hands from 
doing them injustice, but would also, at least for the 
sake of the semblance of piety, and out of reverence 
for Christ, impart the consolation of humanity to 
those who to a certain extent pay tribute to it. Now 
a petition of the Jews of Vienne to us states that the 
nobleman Draconetus, after the Jews of Valréas had 
been accused of having crucified a girl who was found 
dead in a ditch, despoiled three Jews, without their 
having been convicted or having confessed, nay, with- 
out anyone having accused them, of all their property, 
and consigned them to terrible imprisonment, refused 
them legal redress and justification of their inno- 
cence, had some of them cut to pieces, others burnt. 
The genital organs were torn off the men, and the 
breasts off the women, and they were tortured with 
all manner of tortures until they admitted with their 
mouths what their conscience knew nothing about, be- 
cause they preferred to die once in agony than to live 
and be continually tortured.* In order to increase 

* “ Donec ipsi id quod eorum conscientia non didicit ore, sicut dicitur, 


sunt confessi, uno necari tormento potius eligentes quam vivere ct 
penarum afflictionibus cruciari.’’ 


zs 
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the agonies of the tortured, the Bishop of Trois- 
Chéteaux and some magnates of the province had 
seized this opportunity to rob all the Jews dwelling in 
their districts of their possessions, and to imprison 
and torture those whom the Apostolic See has taken 
under its protection, by various forcible methods and 
oppressions. They have therefore humbly en- 
treated us, mercifully to be solicitous for their inno- 
cence. As therefore, when there has been no 
antecedent crime, no one shall suffer punishment, and 
also no one may be punished for another's crime, we, 
filled with fatherly sympathy for them, command you, 
if things are so, to cause the Bishop and the others to 
restore to the aforesaid Jews their freedom and 
belongings, to give them compensation, and to allow 
them to live unhampered.”’ 


II., No. 2838: “It proves an unpraiseworthy zeal 
or a repulsive cruelty, when Christians, acting con- 
trary to the clemency of the Catholic religion, which 
permits Jews to dwell among them, and has ordained 
that they may live in their own rites, despotl, mutilate 
and kill the Jews out of avarice or blood-thirstiness, 
without atrial. The Jews of your province are now 
making bitter complaint to us, that some prelates and 
nobles of those parts, in order to have a cause for 
raging against them, charged them with the death 
of a girl, who is said to have been secretly murdered 
near Valréas, and on that account inhumanly de- 
livered some of them to the flames, without their 
having been legally convicted, or having confessed,* 
deprived several of all their property, and banished 
them, and that they are compelling their sons (con- 


* “Quod quidam prelati et nobiles . . . - - ut in ipsos 
haberent materiam seviendi eis cuiusdam puelle, que apud Valria 
furtim perempta dicitur, interitum imponentes quosdam ipsorum 
non convictos legitime nec confessos flammis ignium inhumaniter cre- 


maverunt.”’ 
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trary to the manner of the free mother, who bears her 
children to freedom) to become baptised. Since we 
do not intend to tolerate this, as indeed, under God, 
we cannot, we command that you restore everything 
again to legal conditions as regards these Jews, and 
do not allow them to be unjustly oppressed by anybody 
whomsoever henceforth, on account of these or similar 
accusations, by using the compulsion of ecclesiasti- 
cal punishment, without granting appeal, in the case 

of those who oppress them.* 
1261. Pforzheim. Thomas Cantipratanus (about 
him v. Ch. 20, ad init.), “ Bonum Universale,”’ Douay, 
1627, 303 sq., gives the story according to the accounts 
of two Dominicans, who are said to have been at 
Pforzheim three days after the incidents: A 
| thoroughly bad woman, on friendly terms with the 
Jews, was said to have sold them a girl of seven years. 
The Jews inflicted many wounds on the child, and 
- carefully collected the blood on a folded piece of linen 
placed under her. They then weighted the corpse 
with stones, and threw it into the river. A few days 
later some fishermen noticed @ hand raised up to the 
skies, and find the dead child. The populace at 
once suspected the Jews. When these are brought to 
the corpse, the wounds begin again to bleed (Vv. supr. 
Ch. 3, p. 49. When they are brought before the dead 
\ child a second time, her face flushes, and her arms 
! rise up, as had already happened before in the pre- 
sence of the Margrave of Baden, who had hastened to 
the spot. There were in addition statements by the 
woman’s little daughter (“filia parvula,’’) and (“ quia 
& puero et ebrio extorquetur veritas,’’) because the 
truth is extracted from children and drunken people, 
the Jews were broken on the wheel after various tor- 


, *“ Non permittas, ipsos de cetero super his vel similibus ab aliquibus 
| indebite molestari, molestatores hujusmodi per censuram ecclesia- 
/ sticam appellatione postposita compescendo.”’ 
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turings; two of them strangled one the other. <A 
proper judicial examination did not take place; the 
miracles taken together with the child’s statements 
sufficed. It is curious that the same miracles are 
reported apropos also of other “ritual murders ”’ 
(Werner, of Oberwesel, etc.). If proof were necessary 
that the Pforzheim “case’’ was also a judicial 
murder, it is forthcoming in the manner of its narra- 
tion in the Nuremberg Register (Salfeld, 15. 128), and. 
in the synagogal poems. Cf. Osterreich. Wochenschr. 
1899, No. 45, p. 850 sq., where in my opinion it is justly 
assumed, that the woman should be regarded as the 
murderess.* 

1270. Weissenburg. The Leipsic anon. writer, 
Desportes and Osservatore Cattolico: “1260. The Jews 
of Weissenburg kill a child,”’ following the minor 
annals of Colmar, “Monum. Germ. Seript.’’ xvii., 191. 
But year and day of the death are established by 
the Jewish authorities and Hertzog’s “ Edelsasser 
Chronik”’ (Strasburg, 1592, 198 sq.): Peter and Paul 
Sunday, 29 June, 1270. Heinrich Menger, a boy of 
seven, was on that day left alone by his father in a 
field near the town. When the father returned, the 
child had vanished. His cap is found on the brink of 
the Lauter, which flows near at hand; on Tuesday his 
mangled corpse in the river near a mill. There is no 
investigation as to whether the wounds have been 
caused by the mill-wheels, but the Jews are accused, 
because the wounds bleed afresh as soon as the corpse 
was carried into the town. Count Emicho IV. of Lein- 
ingen, who is summoned, postpones judgment till the 
following Friday. As the wounds bleed on that day 
also, although, according to the accusation, the Jews 
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had hung up the child by the legs, and opened all his 
veins, in order to extract all the blood, any further 
examination into the actual] circumstances was 
thought superfluous, the former torturing of the pro- 
testing Jews was even omitted, and they (seven of 
them) were brought by the wheel from life to death. 
Cf. Oesterr. W ochenschrift, 1899, No. 47, p. 888 sq.; Sal- 
feld, 21 Sq., 148-151. 

128 Mainz.  Leipsic anon.—“ A child is de- 
livered over by its nurse to the Jews of Mainz, who 
killed it.’ In April, 1283, the body of a child was 
found near Mainz. Archbishop Werner, of Mainz, 
befriended to the best of his abilities the Jews who 
were accused without proof, but could not even 
accomplish the introduction of a regular trial; the 
rabble, exasperated by a relation of the child’s, fell 
upon the Jews on the 7th Passover Day (19 April), 
slew ten of them, and then started plundering. Cf. K. 
A. Schaab, “ Diplomatische Geschichte der Juden in 
Mainz,’’ Mainz, 1855, 32 sq., Salfeld, 20. 144 8q., 
Oesterr. W ochenschr. 1899, No. 45, p. 851. 

1285. Munich (Cf. supr. page 173). An old 
woman, caught kidnapping, accused the Jews when 
tortured. The fury of the populace cannot in any 
way be restrained, either by the authority of the 
magistrate nor by the command of the prince (“nee 
Magistratus auctoritate nec principis imperio ulla 
ratione cohiberi potest,’’) M. Rader, “ Bavaria 
Sancta,’’ IT. (Munich, 1624), 315 sq. There was no 
waiting for judicial proceedings and pronouncement 
of sentence (“non expectato judicio vel sententia,’’ 
Hermann von Altaich, “Mon. Germ. Hist., Scripto- 
res,’’ xvii., 415), but on 12th October the mob storm 
the synagogue and burn it down, together with 180 
Jews who had taken refuge in it. Cf. also Salfeld 21. 
146 sq. 

1286. Oberwesel. “The good Werner.’ Leipsic 
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anon.: “At Oberwesel am Rhein, the fourteen-year- 
old Saint Werner is slowly tortured to death by the 
Jews for three days.” Neither the brief Worms 
Annals (“Monum. Germ. Script.’ xvii., 77, for the 
year 1286), nor Baronius (for the year 1287, No. 18), 
say anything about blood, or even of a ritual purpose. 
The sole evidences against the Jews were the 
“miracles.’? The corpse swam upstream to Bacharach, 
gave forth a halo, healed sick people. And yet there 
were between 1286 and 1289 persecutions of Jews in 
Oberwesel, Bacharach, Siegburg, and numerous other 
places, v. Salfeld, 24 sq., 155 sq. The Emperor 
Rudolph I. of Habsburg, to whom the oppressed Jews 
had turned with prayers for protection (would they 
have done so had they been really guilty?) com- 
manded Archbishop Heinrich to announce solemnly 
in his sermon that the Christians had done the Jews 
the greatest injustice, and that “the good Werner,” 
who was commonly described as having been killed 
by the Jews, and was worshipped by some simple- 
minded Christians as a Saint, should be burnt, his 
ashes scattered to the wind, and brought to nothing 
(Colmar’s “ Chronik,”’ for the year 1288, in “ Monum. 
Germ. Script.” xvii., 255. Cf. Oesterr. Wochenschr. 


1899, No. 44, p. 832 sq.) 


In spite of these being the actual circumstances, F. 8. 
Harrier, ‘“Katholischer Kindergarten oder Legende fiir 
Kinder’’ (4th edition), Freiburg i. B., 1889 (606) ventures to 
inform Roman Catholic children in detail, that the Jews of 
Oberwesel first hung up the boy Werner by the legs, because 
they thought they would in that way get hold of the consecrated 
wafer [v. supr. p. 58 sq.] of which he had partaken beforehand, 
and then opened his veins and cut him with scissors, in order 
to collect his blood. Tales are told about Andreas, of Rinn 
(1462), and Simon, of Trent (1475) in a similarly mendacious 
manner! Does this work rightly commence with the state- 
ment : “With approval of the right rev. vicarship of the Chapter 
of Freiburg ?”’ 


1293. Krems (Lower Austria). The Jews in 
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Krems had a Christian sent from Briinn, and killed 
him in the most cruel way, in order to get his blood.” 
Thus Zwettl’s “ Klosterchronik,’’ the only original 
source, “Monum. Germ. hist. Script.,” ix., 658. But 
it was written nearly three centuries after the occur- 
rence. Who believes that the Jews at that time were 
able to “send” each other living Christians, and in 
addition, over so longa distance? Besides which, the 
chronicler adds that after two Jews had been already 
broken on the wheel, Duke Albert I. (as King of 
Germany, 1298-1308) and the nobility interfered in 
favour of the rest. 

1294. Rudolph of Berne. Leipsic anon. for the 
year 1287: “The Jews rob St. Rudolph at Easter, put 
him to fearful tortures, and finally cut the child’s 
head off. The chief offenders were broken on the 
wheel, their accomplices banished.’’ The best exam- 
ination of the actual facts has been made by the 
Bernese clergyman, J. Stammler, in “Katholische 
Schweizer-Blatter,”’ Lucerne, 1888, 268-302, 376-90, 
which I follow here.* The Roman Ritual Congrega- 


and missal), and in the Diocesan Calendar of the 


* His predecessors in correctly judging the affair were J - BH. Kopp, 
“ Geschichte der eidgenéssischen Biinde ”’ II., 399; W. Fetscherin 
(inns Abhandlungen des histor. Vereins des Kantons Bern ”’ II. 
(1851) 61 sq. ; G. Studer (in “Archiv des histor. Vereins von Bern”’ 
1863, 536); and C. y,. Wattenwyl (“Geschichte der Stadt u. Lands- 
chaft Bern’? T,, 146, Schaffhausen 1867). 
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were alleged to have horribly martyred and murdered 
the boy Ruof in the house and cellar of the rich Jew, 
Jéli. “Die morder wurdent gevangen, ein Teil uf 
reder gesetzet, die andren usgeslagen und wart da 
einhellenklich von einer gemeinde bern gelopt und 
verheissen, daz kein jude niemerme gan bern komen 
solte’’ (“The murderers were caught, some broken 
on the wheel, the others banished, and it was there 
unanimously sworn and proclaimed by a meeting of 
the Bernese community, that no Jew should ever 
again come to Berne.’’) King Rudolph of Habsburg 
is said to have waxed very wroth about it, and to have 
appeared before Berne with an army of 30,000 men at 
the end of May in the same year, 1288. But the real 
cause of the King’s wrath was the refractoriness of 
the town, and the dealings of Berne with Savoy, 
which were dangerous to the kingdom. The King 
repeatedly besieged the town in 1288 without, how- 
ever, taking it; his son, Duke Rudolph, defeated the 
Bernese in 1289, and peace was concluded in the same 
year. “The Jewish persecution narrated by Just- 
inger’’ was“ not even a complementary cause ”? of the 
fighting, “and indeed for the simple reason that the 
persecution can be proved to have taken place only 
later on’’ (284). The Bernese quarrel with the Jews, 
and the murdering of the child belong, according to 
the original documents, to the year 1294, ie. to the 
time of King Adolphus of Nassau. A boy of the name 
of Rudolph was found dead in the year mentioned, 
and public opinion accused the Jews of having killed 
him out of hatred for Christians. The man JOli, 
described by Justinger as the chief criminal, appears 
alive in the original documents of June and Decem- 
ber, 1294, so he was not broken on the wheel; there is 
also nothing recorded about the execution of one or 
several other Jews. The words “ut dicitur’’ (as 
people say) in the quittance of the magistrate of 
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December, 1294, prove “that no judicial finding of 
guilty took place, and accordingly also doubtless no 
breaking on the wheel ”’ (293 sq.). Moreover, the 
contemporary annals of Kolmar for the year 1294 
merely announce: “Ag people say, the Jews of Berne 
Killed a boy,” and King Albert, in the year 1300, 
speaks only about “excesses which, as people say, 
have been perpetrated by the Jews.” In 1294 the 
Jews were maltreated by the Bernese before 30th 
June. The Jews turned to their liege-lord, King 
Adolphus. The judgment of his ambassadors said 
nothing about the guilt of the Jews, did not especially 
mention the death of the boy, but levied a heavy 
money-bail on the Jews: they were obliged to remit 
all debts of all the inhabitants of Berne, and pay 
besides to the community 1,000 silver marks, to the 
magistrate 500 silver marks (according to the present 
value of money about £4,000 and £2,000). This can 
only be explained if it wag not a question of blood- 
guiltiness, but bitterness prevailed owing to the fact 
that very many persons owed the Jews money (297),— 
Not before the 18th century comes the statement of 
J.R. v. Waldkirch, “ Einleitung zu der eidgenéssischen 
Bundes-und Staatshistorie ’’ (Bale, 1721), I., 135, that 
the Jews “crucified ”’ the child, and J. Lauffer, 
“ Beschreibung helvetischer Geschichte ”’ (Zurich, 
1736), IIT., 108, is the first to know that the Jews 
“distilled all his blood out of him, in order to practice 
their damnable superstition !’’ 

1303. Weissensee, in Thuringia. The contem- 
porary Presbyter, Siegfried von Klein-Balnhausen, 
“Monum. Germ. hist, Script.,”” xxv., 717 relates that 
the Jews before the Passover had drawn all the blood 
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corpse, etc.) is brought forward. There was no 
judicial investigation; but on the 14th March the 
Jews were nevertheless slaughtered in heaps (“tur- 
matim.”’) The Nuremberg Register has preserved 
the 120 names, v. Salfeld 59. 215-17. The Jews in 
other parts of Thuringia, with the exception of the 
town of Erfurt, were visited by the persecution of that 
period. Cf. Oesterr. Wochenschr. 1899, No. 49, p. 929 
Sq. 

1305. Prague (Osservatore Cattolico wrongly 
“1395.”) Crucifixion of a Christian at Easter time. 
Oldest authority: Johannes Dubravius, who wrote 
two and a half centuries later, in his history of 
Bohemia. In this case, too, the rabble, without wait- 
ing for judicial proceedings on the King’s part (“non 
expectato judicio regis ’’) put the Jews to death in a 
horrible fashion (“exquisitissimis suppliciis.’’) These 
hasty proceedings become comprehensible, when it is 
considered that Wenceslaus II. (1283-1305) had con- 
firmed Ottokar II.’s Jewish Ordinance a few years 
before, and therefore no condemnation of the Jews 
without proofs was to be expected from him. If the 
accusation was well-founded, it was a question of one 
of the crucifixions mentioned supr. p. 125 out of hatred 
against Christ (“odio Christi.’’) 

1317. The Jews of Chinon (in Touraine) complained 
to the French Parliament that four of them had been 
arrested and tortured because of a suspicion they were 
guilty of a child’s death. Two of them, under force of 
torture (“ vi tormentorum,’’) had confessed, and been 
hung; two had resisted, and were still in prison. The 
Parliament named plenipotentiary commissaries of 
investigation (Boutaric, “ Actes du Parlement,” II., 
No. 4827, 5 May, 1317). The investigation quickly 
took place, and led to the arrest of a number of 
Christian men and women, who had come to be sus- 
pected of being the real murderers (ibid. No. 4936, 12 
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July, 1317). “In order to determine the commissaries 
to these arrests they had to have very strong 
evidence; above all the innocence of the Jews had to 
appear quite clear to them,” Molinier, “Cabinet 
Historique,’’ new series II. (Paris, 1884), 127. 

1329. Savoy. Children had disappeared in 
Geneva, Rumilly, Annecy, and elsewhere. A 
Christian, Jaquet, of Aiguebelle, was under suspi- 
cion; when arrested he admitted the kidnapping, but 
declared that he had sold them to some Jews through 
the medium of a Jew called Acelin, of Tresselve. 
Acelin confessed voluntarily (“sponte,’’) i.e. accord- 
ing to the language of that period, “after the first 
degree of torture,’’ he had resold five children to his 
co-believers, Jocetus (Jose) and Aquinetus (Isaac). 
These, he said, had killed the children, and com- 
pounded out of their heads and entrails a salve or 
food, “ aharace,’’* so as to give some of it to all the 
Jews; “and the Jews eat of this food at every Pass- 
over instead of a sacrifice (“loco sacrificii,’?) and 
prepare it at least in every sixth year,’’ because they 
believe they are saved thereby (“credunt se esse 
salvatos.’’) The accusation was soon levelled also 
against the Jews of other parts, in fact, throughout 
the whole of Savoy. Count Edward of Savoy there- 
upon set on foot a thorough investigation of the 
matter. This led to the result that the accusations 
were heaped upon the Jews by deliberate misrepre- 
Sentations and deceptions on the part of some 
adversaries of theirs, so that they might be robbed 
of their property, contrary to God and justice,” v. 
H. Hildesheimer in Jiid. Presse, 1892, No. 18, p. 211, and 
Ocsterreich. W ochenschrift, 1899, No. 51, p. 963, and 
Edward’s whole original documents of 20 July, 1329, 
in Stern, “ Beitrage,’’ I., 7-14. 


mah 6 9 “haroseth,’’ the sauce, in which the bitter herbs (endive, etc.) 
were dipped on the first Passover Evening. 
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1332. Ueberlingen (in the present Grand-Duchy of 
Baden). A boy was found dead in a well. John of 
Winterthur relates in his Chronicles,* that the parents 
had “observed by definite surmises and clear proofs, 
especially by incisions in the bowels and veins, that 
he had been killed by the Jews.’’ In addition to this 
proof occurred “ the renewed flowing of wounds when 
he was carried in front of the Jews’ houses.” The 
Jews (as is said, more than 300), were enticed together 
into a house, and this was set fire to from below, with- 
out consulting the Emperor Ludwig [1314-47] and 
without paying attention to the judgment of his 
Imperial Governor.” Cf., besides, Oesterr. Wochenschr. 
1899, No. 51, p. 964 sq. 

1345. Munich; It can only be gathered from 
Rader’s “ Bavaria sancta’’ that the lacerated body of 
the boy Heinrich was found, and the guilt for the 
deed was laid on the Jews. Nothing is said about 
using the blood, and as little about a judicial investi- 
gation. Even John von Winterthur (Wyss, 232; 
Freuler, 334), relates that Ludwig, the Bavarian, for- 
bade worship of the boy. 

1462. Rinn. The boy Andreas Oxner, of Rinn, 
near Innsbruck, is said to have been sold by his god- 
father to Jewish merchants, to have been cruelly 
killed by them on the “Jew-stone”’ (“J udenstein,’’) 
in the neighbouring birch-wood; they had carefully, 
it is alleged, collected the blood in vessels. Adrian 
Kembdter, “ Acta pro veritate martyrii corporis et cultus 
publici B. Andreae Rinnensis,’’ Innsbruck, 1745; 
J. Deckert, “Vier Tiroler Kinder, Opfer des chassidi- 
schen Fanatismus,’’ Vienna, 1893, 87-119; also a 


¢ “Johannis Vitodurani Chronicon,’’ published by G. v. Wyss, 
Zurich 1856, 106sq.—“Die Chronik Johann’s von Winterthur,’’ done 
into German by B. Freuler, Winterthur 1866, 145-7.—In regard to 
the date (J. v. W. says “1331’’), cf. M. Stern, “Die israelitische 
Bevilkerung der deutschen Stadte ; I., Ueberlingen am Bodensee,”’ 
Frankf. a. M. 1890, 3 sq. 
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bibliography in Daumer II., 268. The tradition was 
not committed to writing before the beginning of the 
17th century, and then especially by the physician 
Hippolyt Guarinoni, in Hall, who died in 1654. He 
also found beneath the wall decoration, dating from 
1575, near the pulpit in the Rinn Church, pieces of an 
older inscription, in which the Jews are indeed 
accused of the murder, but there is nothing said about 
the extracton of blood. That the inscription cannot 
be regarded as historic in the strict sense of the word, 
is clear from the two following statements contained 
in it: that the money given to the godfather changed 
into leaves, and a lily grew on the child’s grave. 
There was no judicial examination into the facts of 
the case; nothing is even said of an inspection of the 
corpse by the authorities. The Jews are said to have 
bought the child on their return to their homes, on the 
pretext that one of them wanted to adopt him. But 
how, then, is it intelligible that they did not delay the 
sacrifice, which took up time on account of the col- 
lecting of the blood, till they had crossed the boundary 
which was near at hand? The careful reader may 
perceive even in Deckert’s excessively biassed account 
that a “ritual murder ’’ is nothing less than proved. 

1468, Regensburg, v. 1476. 

1474, Regensburg. C. Th. Gemeiner, “ Regensbur- 
gische Chronik,’’ III. (Regensburg, 1821), 532 
8q., narrates as follows, according to the official 
documents: “A master of the Jews [Judenmeister] 
living here, too, Israel, of Prunn [Brinn], was 
acquitted of such inhuman dealing. Fora time there 
were only rumours about it in the community, till it 
was said aloud that Hans Veyol, a baptized J ew, had 
really asserted about the Judenmeister and himself 
given information that he had sold him a boy seven 
years old. Then nobody doubted any more that the 
lawless deed had truly been done.’ Ag King 
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Wladislaus pronounced from Prague and_ the 
Emperor from Nuremberg a very decided prohibition 
of Israel’s execution, the council resolved to try again 
the baptised Jew, about whom it was probable that 
he had only made such assertions through hatred of 
Israel, and who was destined to the death penalty on 
account of other crimes. This man, “in the certain 
expectation of death, confirmed his earlier statements 
{about his own crimes], and he only recalled the accu- 
sation brought against the master of the Jews, and 
declared him innocent. His recantation was the more 
readily believed, since, in spite of all searching, 
nobody had been able to discover the parents from 
whom the child was said to have been stolen.”’ 

1475 Murder of Simon of Trent, a child of two 
and a half years, on Good Friday night. _Biblio- 
graphy: “Acta Sanctorum, March IX,’’ 24 March; 
Bonelli, “ Dissertazione apologetica sul martirio del 
Beato Simone da Trento,’ Trent, 1747; Civilia 
Cattolica, 1881, sq.: Onody, 83-99; Rohling, “ Meine 
Antworten,’’ 58-80, 96-101; Desportes, 132-63; J. 
Deckert, “Ein Ritualmord. Aktenmassig nachgewie- 
sen,’’> Dresden, 1893 (39); J. Deckert, “ Vier Tiroler 
Kinder, Opfer des chassidischen Fanatismus. Ur- 
kundlich dargestellt,’”’ Vienna, 1893, 1-72.—I here use 
the results of the archival researches of Dr. Moritz 
Stern. Trent, 1475, and Damascus, 1840, are the two 
chief bulwarks of the blood-accusations, when it is a 
question of proof by adducing “ historical facts.’’ But 
unjustifiably, because both in Trent and in Damascus 
the confessions desired by the examiners, but untrue, 
were extorted by torture. All Jews were for several 
days subjected to inhuman torments, and only con- 
fessed after repeated torturing, increased in agony 
each time. Bishop Hinderbach, of Trent, admitted 
this himself in his letters to the Pope. 

The assertion that a ritual murder in the proper 
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sense of the phrase, ie. a murder for procuring 
Christian blood to be ritually used, took place, is 
proved impossible merely by the date of Simon’s 
death. The Jewish Passover in 1475 fell on Maundy 
Thursday, 23rd March, so it began on the evening of 
22nd March. The partaking of the “mazza’’ (the 
unleavened Easter bread) and the four cups of wine is 
prescribed by the religious law precisely for that 
initiating evening, the so-called “Seder’’ evening. 
But the boy first disappeared on Maundy Thursday, 
and so the charge states, was murdered on Good 
Friday night. How on earth could the Jews on the 
22nd March bake into the Easter bread and put in the 
wine the blood of the boy who was staying in his 
parents’ house, still hale and unharmed? And, after 
all, according to the accusation confirmed by “con- 
fession,’’ they were obliged to have “fresh Christian 
blood ’’ precisely in that year as in a year of Jubilee! 
Incidentally : The year 1475 was celebrated with quite 
extraordinary pomp by Pope Sixtus IV. as “annus 
jubilei,’’ but since the destruction of Jerusalem in 
587 B.c. the Jews have no longer commemorated the 
Year of Jubilee (Leviticus xxv.) Thus have the 
accusers made constructive charges arising out of 
their own peculiar point of view, and then had them 
confirmed by the Jews by means of torture! 

About the kind of torture practised, the docu- 
ments, which Hinderbach sent to Rome for his 
justification, and therefore prepared for publication, 
afford even then more than sufficient revelation 
(Vienna, Codex, 5360): 

On 30th March, Samuel, the most respected of the 
incarcerated Trent Jews, was “tried’’ for the first 
time; at the conclusion he was led back to prison “in 
order to recover’’ (“animum repetendi,’’ i.e. in the 
judicial language of that age, he had fainted). The 
following day he is stripped naked, bound hand and 
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foot, and drawn up high by a rope, so that his limbs, 
drawn down by the weight of the body, were wrenched 
out of their sockets. As he protests his own and the 
other Jews’ innocence, he gets “una cavaleta,’’ a 
“jump,” te. he was quickly let drop, in order that 
he might be pulled up again equally quickly; they 
then “move,’’ i.e. strike the tense-stretched ‘rope on 
which he was hanging, and made him “jump”’ 
several times more. A swoon prevents the continua- 
tion. 

Torture is resumed on 38rd April, and first of all, 
with the repetition of all the grades already applied. 
As he asseverates he can pledge his word for the 
innocence both of himself and of all Jews, the rope ws 
“vigorously moved,”* and he is made to “jump” 
twice from twice the height of his arms. Run up 
again, the poor wretch cries: “Where has your 
Worship learnt that Christian blood has importance 
and use for us?’ The reply is, he had learnt vt from 
other Jews like Samuelt The “jumping’’ procedure 
is then twice repeated, each time twice or thrice the 
height of his arms, and as even this martyrdom does 
not force any confession he is let float up aloft for 
two-thirds of an hour, till a swoon again overpowers 
his senses. 

The fourth day of torture (7th April) begins with 
a repetition of the previous grades. As Samuel not 
only disputed any guilt, but called out: “ Were I to 


“ Corda fuit pluries squassata.’’ Innsbruck “ Akten ”’ ; “also rueret 
man das sail ettwas vill.’’ (Lit. “then one moves the rope rather 
much.’’—Trlr.). 


“ Quod didicerat illud a Judaeis similibus sicut ipse Samuel,’ i.e., 
from the statements procured by torture in previous trials. This 
answer of the city prefect, who was conducting the examination, 
confirms what is established by other documents (Cf. “ Archiv fiir 
katholisches Kirchenrecht,’’ vol. 50, p. 46), that Bishop Hinderbach 
furnished the protocols connected with other trials. No wonder 
that the confessions of the Trent Jews partly tallied with those of 
their companions in suffering in other trials. 
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confess I had done any evil, I should be lying,” they 
tied to his leg as he floated in the air a piece of wood 
(which wrenched the limbs yet further apart and sub- 
i | stantially increased the pains); next they took an 
; iron pan filled with burning material, on which sul- 
phur was thrown, and held it under his nose. In 
spite of the stinking sulphur gas, fatal to all breath- 
ing and feeling, and the pressure of interrogations 
(“cum pluries interrogaretur,”) he abides by his 
denial of any guilt. Accordingly they “move’’ the 
rope several times, and thereupon tie the piece of 
wood between the shin bones (whereby the weight 
became yet heavier, and the pain greater), and let the 
poor wretch hang thus for a quarter of an hour. 
When the “jumping” process was now again re- 
peated, Samuel’s power of resistance was broken; 
he “ confesses’’ that he and Tobias “put a pocket- 
handkerchief round the boy’s neck and drew it tight, 
so that the boy was strangled.’’ Apart from this 
“ statement,’ which directly contradicts the aceusa- 
tion of extracting blood, nothing could be got out of 
H | him. When the question is put to him, how and by 
whom the wounds were inflicted on the boy, he declares 
he knows nothing. 
There is now a pause of nearly two months in 
Samuel's “examination.” During this interval 
oceur the torturings and “ confessions ’’ of the rest of 
the Jews, which now form the basis for his further 
\ interrogation. About the 6th June the protocols 
concerning Samuel only report about the first degrees 
of the torture (stripping, binding, hoisting up); but 
as they add that he was taken back into the prison 
“animum repetendi,” the tortures must have been 
substantially greater. He probably RECANTED already 
on 6th June his “ CONFESSION ’’ oF 8TH APRIL, as he 
did on 7th June. The protocols report verbatim as 
follows regarding the tortures on this day :— 
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“In the torture chamber. When invited to tell the 
truth, since he did not need to hide WHAT ALL HIS 
ACCOMPLICES HAD ALREADY ADMITTED, he replies that 
IF THEY HAVE ADMITTED ANYTHING, THEY HAVE NOT 
SPOKEN THE TRUTH. As the aforesaid town-prefect 
had been told that the drinking of HOLY WATER brings 
to confession rogues who do not wish to confess, he 
gave Samuel a spoonful of such water. Then being 
invited to tell the truth, he said he had told it. Where- 
upon two BOILING HOT EGGS were taken and put under 
his armpits. Once more invited to tell the truth, he 
answered he was willing to tell it; he wished that only 
the Hon. City Captain, and the Hon. City Prefect 
should be present at his conFEssion. The captain 
and prefect then ordered all those present to leave the 
torture-chamber, and Samuel now declared, as the 
Captain afterwards informed me, the Notary, that 
he was willing to speak the truth, ON CONDITION that 
the captain and the prefect PROMISED him TO HAVE 
HIM BURNT, AND NOT TO PUT HIM TO ANY OTHER 
DEATH.” 
report speaks a deeply-moving language: although 
Samuel learns that his companions in suffering have 
already confessed, he disputes any guilt till the 
aboninable tortures force him to acknowledge the 
hopelessness of further resistance, the certainty of 
fresh, augmented martyrdom, and place him at the 
disposal of his tormentors. In dull resignation he 
has but one wish, to be liberated by the quickest death 
possible from his agonies, which had now lasted 
almost four months and a half: after all it had been 
promised him that he would ony (/) be burnt! 


At forst he only makes the “ confession ’’ to the two officials 


named ; he then, we assume, repeats it to a third party 
(Odoricus de Brezio), whilst he only says to the other 
councillors, who have been recalled to the torture- 
chamber, “ he WANTED to tell the truth.’ Since the 
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Captain and the prefect, however, saw that he “was 

well disposed to tell the truth,’* they did not make 

) him do so immediately on the spot, as he is said to 

| have done a short time before; but he is brought into 

; the City Captain’ s house, and there he is said to have 

delivered his “confession,’’ “ sitting on a kind of 

; cathedra,’’+ before a number of witnesses. In spite 

of his self-accusations his torturers were not yet satis- 

fied ; because he is again“ tried’ on 11th June, again 

in the City Captain’s house. He is invited “to tell 

the truth BETTER,’’t whilst he is threatened with a 

hoisting on the rope in case he does not tell the truth. 

Samuel answers he wants to tell the truth; after con- 

fessing to the murder of the boy, he would also 

} ! confess the rest.—Further denials would have been 

futile in the position of affairs, would only have 

resulted in a renewal and enhancing of the tortures, 

and accordingly he “ confesses’’ everything they want 

to hear from him. On 21st June the poor wretch was 
burnt. 

Thus do the documents of the proceedings, the documents 

PREPARED by Bishop Hinderbach for submission to 

Rome, describe the manner in which the “ declara- 

tion *’ of Samuel, the chief accuser, was compassed! 

And aut the other victims in this tragedy were treated 

likewise, even those who let themselves be baptized. 

Typical of itis what Israel, the son of the Mohar from 

| Brandenburg, has certified. The latter was taken 

\ prisoner on 27th March, was tortured from 12th to 

21st April, desired baptism on 21st April, is set free 

im consequence and is now called Wolfkan (Wolf- 

gang). But on 26th October he is again imprisoned, 

repeatedly tortured from then till 11th J anuary, 

1476, and on 19th January broken on the wheel. This 


* “Bene dispositus ad dicendum veritatem.”’ 
+ “ Dum sederet super quadam cathedra.”’ 
if } “Quod melius dicat veritatem.’’ 
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subsequent punishment accrued to him because he bore 

witness at Roveredo before the Papal Legate, the 

Bishop of Ventimiglia, about the torturing of the 

accused Trent Jews. At his“ examination’ at Trent, 

on 23rd November, 1475, Wolfgang says he answered 
the aforesaid bishop’s inquiry: “That fire with 
sulphur was held under his ( Wolfgang's) nose, by 
which his face was burnt. . . and that the other 

Jews were tortured ‘in many ways, that fire with 

sulphur was held under their noses, so that their 

faces and breasts were burned, and that boiling-hot 
eggs were placed under their armpits.” 

The Jews had already in this first trial pointed to 
the Swiss Zanesus as the murderer. This man had 
lost a lawsuit against his neighbour Samuel, and was 
therefore a mortal enemy of the Jews. In the second 
trial, conducted at Sixtus IV.’s command, by G. B. 
dei Giudici, Bishop of Ventimiglia, at Trent and 
Roveredo, in 1476, Anzelinus, too, a citizen of Trent, 
accused Zanesus of the murder. It was besides 
established, firstly, that the “confessions > of the 
Jews were only forced from them by cruel torturings, 
secondly, that the clerks of the court of Bishop Hin- 
derbach in Trent had committed gross forgeries. At 
the third trial, which took place in Rome in 1477-8, 
the guilt of the Jews was not the point of issue, but 
only the question whether the first trial had been con- 
ducted with formal regularity. To save the face of 
Bishop Hinderbach the Pope, on a bed of sickness, 
allowed himself on 20th June, 1478, to be implored 
into giving the decision that “ processum ipsum recte 
factum,’’ ie. the trial as such. In the same document, 
however, he ordered the bishop to take heed, that no 
Christian should venture, on account of the Trent 
episode, or for any other reason, to kill any Jew with- 
out permission of the authorities, or to mutilate or to 
wound or unjustifiably to extort money from them, 


a 
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or to hinder them from continuing to observe their 
rites which were allowed by law (“ritus suos a jure 
permissos continuare.”) The ritual of the Jews is 
here positively placed under Papal protection, which 
is again a proof that the Pope considered the Jews 
innocent who were done to death on account of the 
boy Simon. The careful reader can recognise that 
this was the state of the case, even in Deckert’s 
biassed account. 

The fact that Pope Sixtus V., more than a century 
later, in 1588, allowed the Mass in honour of Saint 
Simon, proves nothing as to the guilt of the Jews; 
from the standpoint of the Roman Catholic Church 
this permission seems justified by the miracles which 
were admitted by the Church. Similar proceedings 
took place in respect of the boy Lorenzino of Marostica 
(ob. 1485), v. “ Bullen,’’ 113 (note by M. Stern). 

1476. Regensburg. Gemeiner III., 567 sq. Pro- 
ceedings arising from the Trent “ confessions,’’ 
because of a murder which the Regensburg Jews are 
supposed to have committed eight years previously, 
i.e. 1468. New light is thrown upon it, and conse- 
quently upon the Trent occurrences, by A. Osiander, 
22 sq. (for title v. Ch. 19 E): “So too, many years ago 
at Regenspurg, in the case of seventeen Jews, and 
among them the most respected and wealthy, it had 
to be acknowledged that they had never done {the 
deed], and when the commissaries of His Imperial 
Majesty had heard the evidence, they came to the 
conclusion that one of the Jews, namely Jossel Jud, 
on the day, on which he was said to have committed 
the murder at Regenspurg, had indisputably been at 
Landsshut, engaged in great and important business 
with, and in the presence of, the same commissaries, 
and so it was discovered, that everything the seven- 
teen Jews had confessed was untrue, and had simply 
been extorted by threats and violence.’”’ Jossel was 


Reema 
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the chief of the accused, and had described himself as 

a murderer, under torture. 

1490. The child at Guardia, near Toledo. Isidor 
Loeb, “Le saint enfant de la Guardia ’’ (in “ Revue des 
Etudes Juives,” xv., Paris, 1887, 203-32) points out, 
that there was no search either for the remains of the 
‘body nor for the clothing of the child, nor for the 
instruments of the crime, also that neither the place 
nor the time of the crime have been established ; there 
was not even an inquiry whether a child had really 
disappeared. In the same sense Henry Charles Lea, 
“El santo nino de la Guardia” (in The English 
Historical Review, IV. [London, 1889] 239-50). Loeb 
and Lea follow the work of the Jesuit Father Fidel 
Fita, which is based on careful study, “ El Proceso y 
Quema de Jucé-Franco (in “Boletin de la Real 
Academia de la Historia,’’ xi., July-September, 1887, 
Madrid). 

1494. Tyrnau. Anton Bonfin, “ Rerum Hungari- 
carum decades,’’ Decad V., Book 4, Edition of C. A. 
Bel, Leipsic, 1771, 728: 

“In the same months several Jews of Tyrnau suffered the 
penalty they deserved. Twelve men and two women 
strangled a Christian youth of high rank, whom they 
had secretly caught and brought into the nearest 
house, and drew his blood from him whilst he was 
dying, by opening his veins. This blood they partly 
drank at once, partly kept for others; the body, which 
was cut to pieces, they buried. As the youth did not 
make his appearance, and it was sufficiently estab- 
lished that he was last seen on the previous day in the 
Jews street, a judicial examination is set on foot 
against the Jews. The servants of justice sent into 
the house find fresh traces of blood, and arrest the 
master with his whole family. The women, dragged 
to judicial examination, confess, under compulsion 
of the fear of torture (“ metu tormentorum adactae”’ ), 
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the whole story of the extremely unworthy deed. 
Through their evidence the rest are convicted, and 
then they are all burnt, at the command of the Count 
Palatine, who was the chief authority of the town, 
after a big wood-pile had been raised for the purpose 
in the market-place; others, who seemed less guilty, 
were mulcted in a large sum of money. When the 
reasons for the perpetration of such a horror were 
ascertained from the old men by the agony of tortures 
(“ per tormentorum cruciatum’’), it was found there 
were four reasons why the Jews at Tyrnau at that 
time and elsewhere had often made themselves guilty 
in a criminal way. Firstly: They were convinced 
by the judgment of their ancestors that the blood of a 
Christian was a good remedy for the alleviation of 
the wound of circumcision. Secondly : They were of 
opinion that this blood, put into food, is very effica- 
cious for the awakening of mutual love. Thirdly : 
They had discovered, as MEN and women among them 
suffered equally from MENSTRUATION, that the blood 
of a Christian is a specific medicine for it, when 
drunk. Fourthly: That they had an ancient but 
secret ordinance by which they are under obligation 
to shed Christian blood in honour of God in daily 
sacrifices in some spot or other: they said it had 
happened in this way that the lot for the present year 
had fallen on the Tyrnau Jews.’ 

Bonfin is, so far as I know, the only Christian 


authority.* No examination of witnesses. The men 
in their prime and the youths confess nothing; the 
fear of torture opens only the women’s mouths, the 
torture itself opens the old men’s mouths. And the 


* A Hebrew elegy on an empty sheet of a Hebrew MS. in Cracow hbe- 
wails the death of the innocent slain, cf. S. Kohn, “A Zsidék 


Térténete Magyarorszégon ’ 


? 


[History of the Jews in Hungary] I., 


Budapesth, 1884, 241-4. Had a ritual extraction of blood taken 
place, the poet, who was sure no Christian would read his verses, 
would have boasted of the fact. 
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confessions thus extorted are so silly, contain 
partially such impossible stuff* that one recognises 
that the accused spoke what was expected to be heard 
from them; they thouglit an end of terror was better 
than a terror without end. Ina very large number of 
cases of “blood-accusation,’’ the sequence of events, 
alas! is simply as follows: A Christian child is mur- 
dered or has vanished; no witness is in a position to 
state anything; suspicion is directed against the 
hated Jews; the suspicion suffices to raise the accusa- 
tion; the accused are tortured, and at length confess, 
preferring any death, however, painful, to the agonies 
which are worse than death. Sueh judicial transac- 
tions yield no proofs of the positive occurrence of ritual 
murders. 

1504. Frankfort a. M. A shoemaker, Henrich 
Bry (also called Henrich Bry’s son) beat his step-child 
with leather thongs, so that it died. Immediately at 
the first hearing he made a candid confession; also 
at the second he confessed, likewise without torture, 
that he was the murderer, but added that he had 
stabbed the child, gathered the blood in a vessel, and 
taken it to the Jew Gompchen (who had lent him 
money against security). The latter even under tor- 
ture asserted he knew naught of the deed, and 
begged, but in vain, to be conducted to the evil-doer, 
that he might confront him eye to eye. The latter’s 
guilt was then made evident by the statement of the 

* And yet the Bollandist, Gottfried Henschen (“ Acta Sanctorum,”’ 
April IT., 501, Paris 1866) give these four confessions according to 
Bonfin, as the grounds why the infamous Jews commit murders of 
children! What impossible and at the same time horrible state- 
ments have been wrung by torture, can be seen especially in the 
ghastly instances afforded by trials of witches (intercourse of female 
werewolves and witches with the devil, etc.); Cf. e.g., De Vl Ancre, 
“Tableau de l’inconstance des Mauvais Anges,” Paris 1613, 
and Boquet, “Tableau des Sorciers,’’ Lyons 1608 (some extracts in 
W. Hertz, “Der Werwolf,” Stuttgart 1862, 100 sq.); W. G. Soldan, 


“Geschichte der Hexenprozesse,’’ Stuttgart 1843; Jakob Sprenger 
and Heinrich Institoris, “Malleus maleficarum,’’ passim. 
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servant; Gompchen acquitted. A few days before 
his sentence was pronounced, the criminal admitted 
having falsely accused the Jew, and repeated this 
again a short time before his execution. L. Neustadt, 
“Eine Blutbeschuldigung in Frankfurt a. M. im J. 
1504. Auf Grund der Prozess-Akten des Frankfur- 
ter Stadt-Archivs,’’ Magdeburg, 1892 (26). 

1529. Pésing in Hungary, ritual murder of a 
kidnapped boy. Osservatore Cattolico and Desp., 
following Eisenmenger, wrongly: “1509.”" Onody, 
103-7, relates the case in detail according to a very old 
printed sheet of eight pages: “Ain erschrockenlich 
geschicht vnd Mordt, so von den Juden: zu Posing, 
ain Marckt, in Hungern gelegen: an ainem Neiin- 
jarigen Knablin beganngen, wie sy das jamerlich 
gemarttert, geslagen, gestochen, geschnitten, vnd 
ermordt haben: Darumb dann bis in die Dreyssig 
juden, mann und weybs personen vmb jr misshannd- 
lung, auf Freytag nach Pfingsten, den xxi. tag May, 
des M.D.vnd xxix. Jars, verbrennt worden seind,’’'and 
the Staatsbiirger-Zeitung, 1st July, 1892, No. 302, did 
the same.—“ After enduring the agonies of torture [I 
quote from Onody verbatim], the tortured ones at last 
confessed,’’ one “that they sucked such blood out of 
the little child with quills and small reeds,’’ another 
that they “afterwards took the blood into the syna- 
gogue, whereupon they had great rejoicing,’’ a third 
“ that the Jews must have Christian blood, wherewith 
Jews of the highest rank besmear themselves for their 
wedding feasts, and the Jews term such in Hebrew 
“komandy (?) pentsche.’ ’?—The fairly careful reader, 
on merely reading the above-mentioned account, 
must feel extremely doubtful as to the cred- 
ibility of the statements made. In this case, however, 
we do not require any internal evidence for the value- 
lessness of confessions extracted by torture: the child 
alleged to have been slaughtered by the Jews was stolen by 
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the prosecutor himself, and later on was discovered alive. 


G. Wott, “ Historische Skizzen aus Osterreich-Ungarn,”’ 
Vienna, 1883, 296-8, fixes the actual circumstance 
according to the documents (“ Examen vnd Vrtel vber 
die Juden zu Bésing in Ungarn”’) in the Imperial 
Finance Ministry at Vienna as follows: “Count 
Wolf of Bésing owed money to the Jew Esslein Ausch 
of that place, and besides to several Jews at M archegg 
in Lower Austria. He wanted to free himself of 
those debts by getting his creditors out of the way. A 
pretext for doing the Jews an injury was soon found. 
Count Wolf induced an old, half-imbecile 
woman to leave B. with a Christian child not belong- 


ingtoher. Whereupon . . . Count Wolf raised 
the charge against the Jews. . . . Esslein Ausch 
was taken in custody and tortured. . . . He 


declared everything they wanted him to say, among 

other things also, that the Jews in Marchegg were his 

accomplices. Thereupon all the Jews, who had not 
saved their lives by absconding, were burnt to death. 

Count Wolf then wanted to continue his work in 

Marchegg. The Jews then applied . . . to the 

Emperor Ferdinand, with the request that the matter 

should be looked into . . . Whilst the proceed- 

ings were going on, some Viennese Jews, who were 
travelling on business, discovered the woman and the 
boy who was alleged to have been murdered, whereupon 
the proceedings came to an end, as a matter of course. 

The fate that befel Count Wolf, even supposing 

anything happened to him, is not ascertainable from 

the documents here [in Vienna] deposited.’’—Cf. also 
the work of Andreas Ostander mentioned in Ch. 

19 E. 

1764.  Orcuta, in Hungary. The son of Joh. 
Balla, a boy of ten, is discovered dead in the brush- 
wood on 25th June, “ with the signs of ritual murder ”’ 
(Osservatore Catiolico.) Dr. 8. Kohn, of Budapesth, who 
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some time ago went through the legal documents in 
the provincial archives, writes in a letter that was 
before me: “I remember well, that the judges in this 
trial were at last condemned, and that lengthy legal 
proceedings were instituted because of the child, who 
was forcibly converted in prison.” Cf. also P. N athan, 
“ Tista-Eszlar,’’ 29-31. 

1791. Tasnad, in Translyvania. February. 
Murder of a boy of thirteen, Andreas Takal. Des- 
portes and his copiers affirm that the guilty and 
condemned Jews were pardoned by Joseph IT. [ob., 
20th February, 1790!] At the Tisza-Eszlar trial the 
anti-semites produced documents to prove that in 1791 
certain Jews were condemned to death, because they 
had murdered a Christian boy and extracted his 
blood. It resulted, however, from the findings of the 
courts of higher instance, that the Jews were finally 
acquitted, and the functionaries of the court of first 
instance were called to account for practising tortures, 
etc., v. P. Nathan, “ Tisza-Eszlar,’”’ 266. 

1834. During the night of 13/14 July, a boy of six 
was murdered near Neuenhoven, in the Government 
district of Diisseldorf. “Circumstances came to light 
in connection therewith, which seduced a portion of 
the credulous mob with the delusion that the boy’s 
blood had been drawn off in an outrageous manner, 
whence it was then further concluded that Jews and 
Jewish fanaticism had necessarily had something to 
do with it.’’ In consequence of this, during the night 
of 20/21 July an attack was made by “a numerous 
crowd on the dwellings of two Jews living at Neuen- 
hoven, and they were almost entirely laid waste 
together with the furniture and goods in them, whilst 
at the same time the Synagogue at Bedburdyk was 
stormed and likewise completely destroyed ’’ (Elber- 
felder Zeitung, 26 July, No. 205). A few days after, on 
26 July, a decree of the Kgl. Ober-Procurator at 
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Diisseldorf, proclaimed (Amtsblatt der Kgl. Regierung 
zu Diisseldorf, No. 48): “The murder of a child of 
Christian parents in the Grevenbroich district has 
awakened a superstition sprung from the barbarism 
of centuries long past, and occasioned wild deeds of 
violence against Jews living in the neighbour- 
hood and the places of their religious gatherings.— 
The judicial establishment of the facts of the murder 
has completely banished any thought of the reality of 
the silly tale, and the ringleaders of the attacks 
directed against the Jews are in the hands of justice.”’ 
Cf. the brochures of Binterim and Wiedenfeld (Ch. 19 
E.) 

1840. Murder of the Capuchin Father Thomas 
and his servant in Damascus, February. Chief work: 
Achille Laurent, “Relation historique des affaires de 
Syrie, depuis 1840 jusqu’en 1842, et la procédure com- 
pléte dirigée en 1840 contre les Juifs de Damas,”’ 
Paris, 1846, 2 vols. (After this: Pawlikowski, 284 
sq.; Onody, 116 sq.; Rohling, “ Meine Antworten,’ 84 
sq.; Desportes, 188 sq., etc.) Achille Laurent was 
never a Professor, and is not to be confounded with 
Professor Francois Laurent, of Ghent, the Jurist and 
Historian. He asserts, II., 399: “As all documents 
referring to the proceedings taken against the Jews of 
Damascus are deposited with the Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, the [possible] inaccuracy of the protocols, etc., 
in this part can be easily established.” This asser- 
tion is either untrue (because the aforesaid Ministry, 
when L. wrote, allowed nobody to look into its 
archives; it is only since 1874 that permission has 
gradually been granted to use documents extending 
to 1830), or Laurent used the documents illegally. In 
either case his credibility may be regarded as open to 
suspicion. But even if the words are correctly repro- 
duced, the correctness of the contents does not there- 
fore follow, because the prejudice of the then French 
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Consul, Ratti-Menton, is universally admitted by 
those who have looked closely into the matter.—The 
confessions are forced from the accused by tortures 
equally barbaric and refined; two of the accused died 
in prison of their maltreatment. I particularly allude 
to the reports of the missionary Pieritz, a convert, 
who was sent to Damascus by the great London Jew- 
ish Mission Society, and who, as he says himself, was 
“in no respect a friend or defender of Rabbinism.” 
“Persecution of the Jews at Damascus. Statement of 
Mr. G. W. Pieritz,’’ London, 1840 (21), and his work 
addressed to the Jews of Alexandria on 13th May, 
1840, in which it is said (v. Léwenstimm, “ Damascia?,”’ 
203 sq., in which book there is still further material 
for the confutation of Laurent): 

“T will not here describe what my feelings were when at 
Damascus I found the whole charge against the Jews 
there a vile fabrication, that all means and right of 
legal defence was denied them, whilst the most cruel 
tortures were employed to extort from them false con- 
fesstons of guilt, which some were cowards enough to 
make. . . . The tortures employed were—ist, 
flogging. 2nd, soaking persons in large tanks of cold 
water in their clothes. 3rd, the head machine by 
which the eyes are pressed out of their sockets. 4th, 
tying up the tender parts, and ordering soldiers to 
twist and horribly dispose them into such contortions 
that the poor sufferers grew almost mad from pain. 
5th, standing upright for three days without being 
allowed any other posture, not even to lean against the 
walls, and when they would fall down, were aroused 
up by the sentinels with their bayonets. 6th, being - 
dragged about in a large court by the ears until the 
blood gushed out. 7th, having thorns driven in 
between the nails and the flesh of fingers and toes. 
Sth, having set fire to their beards till their faces are 
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singed. 9th, having candles held under their noses 

so that the flame arises up into their nostrils.” 

It may incidentally be remarked that Desportes’s 
assertion, which he made twice, and which was re- 
peated by others, to the effect that the documents 
disappeared during the time of the Crémieux Minis- 
try, is untrue. An official document of the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs of 5th May, 1892, says verbatim: 
“Les piéces concernant le meurtre du P. Thomas a 
Damas en 1840 n’ont nullement été dérobées ou dé- 
truites par Crémieux en 1870. Ces piéces se trouvent, 
en effet, complétes au ministére.”’ 

1844, On 17th April, the Jews of Tarnow 
addressed a petition to the Emperor Ferdinand of 
Austria, that he would oppose the blood-accusation 
which was continually being levelled against the 
Jews in Galicia. Out of this petition I extract the 
following according to G. Wolf, in Wertheimer’s 
“ Jahrbuch fir Israeliten, 5623,’’ Vienna, 1862, 30-9: 
“The first attempt of this kind was made by fanatics in 

1829 in the village of BoLEsLAW (in our district), on 

the river Weichsel. There came a girl and 

informed against the Jews dwelling there 

that three weeks before the Jewish Easter holidays 

they bought her child off her for a fixed paid price, 

for the purpose of killing it and using its blood for 
the Easter festival. On the basis of this 

charge the magistrate, without further examination, 

arrested four of the Jews mentioned, and chained 

them to the walls of the prison, and thus they 
languished for several weeks.’ Then the accuser 
confessed “ she had murdered her child with her own 
hands, through want of means to support it, and hid 
it in a pool, and by the advice of the provost of the 
place made her above-mentioned accusation. There- 
upon the Commission went with this murderess to B., 


where, in the presence of the magistrate of the place, 
Oo 
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the child was drawn out of the depths of the pool, 
wrthout any external injury, with a stone tied to its 
neck. The murderess was then condemned to the 
penalty she deserved. 


“The second attempt was maliciously made in 1839 in the 


village of Niezdow, in the Bochnia district, where 
similarly a girl called S., who drowned her child in 
March of the same year, accused the Jews of the place 
. of a similar crime, the buying and murder- 
ing of the child for the Jewish Easter festival, before 
the magistrate, who, after undertaking a search 
through their houses, had them at once arrested and 
chained. The Government councillor at Bochnia 
being put in possession of the facts, at once appointed 
a criminal commission, whilst the innocently-suffer- 
ing Jews were set free. The traducer was convicted 
of the murder of her own child, concerning which the 
legal documents in possession of the worthy district 
officer of Bochnia as well as of the Royal Imperial 
Court at Wisznia can give the authoritative proofs. 


“On 25th March, 1844, W. Ritter von D., barrister of the 


Royal-Imperial District Court in these parts, 
brought the charge before the worthy magistrate here 
that he had gone from the village of Gtobikowka in 
the district into the Jews’ street with an orphan boy, 
called J. G., who was in his service and was eight 
years old, and when he made the same wait for him 
there till he had made his purchase, this boy had dis- 
appeared in the Jews’ street, and was already two 
days missing, whom the Jews had kidnapped in order 
to get blood from the same for their approaching 
Easter festival. In consequence of his information 
an official inquiry was ordered, which was under- 
taken on the evening of the same day at about 7 0’ clock 
by many officials appointed for the purpose, the 
entrances and exits of the Jews’ street being barred, 
in all the Jewish houses in the town and the nearest 
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neighbourhoods, with the help of 80 men of the milr- 
tary provided with loaded arms, besides the finance 
and police watches . . . im the course of which 
all rooms, chambers, cellars, chests and drawers were 
most strictly examined, and in several cellars even 
the earth was dug up. D., however, not yet satisfied 
with this, made charges in this connection also before 
the Imperial-Royal criminal court at Rzeszow, when 
he adduced as proof the bloody stories of the Damascus 
and other murders. This worthy penal court at once 
ordered an investigation. Ten days went by, and 
the boy had not yet been found. Hatred and demand 
for revenge became continually louder among the 
Christian public. We lived through an anxious 
time; disgrace and shame, fear and despair lay 
heavy upon us; full of care and anxiety we saw each 
day dawn, which showed us again there was no trace 
of the missing lad. We were scoffed at, and could 
not encounter a single Christian, however good 
friends he might be, without hearing reproaches about 

our cannibalistic methods. It was simply with a 

shudder that we looked forward to the approaching 

Easter Festival.” 

Ait last it was found possible to ascertain beyond doubt 
that the boy (who was, by the way, 12 not 8) had run 
away from D. owing to ill-treatment and bad food, 
and is bringing him back alive to Tarnow. 

1873. Enniger. The (then) Berlin paper Das 
Volk, 13 March, 1892, No. 62, has the following infor- 
mation from Ravensberg: “So far as I know, a Jewish 
ritual murder or blood-murder has not hitherto been 
reported from Westphalia. But there has* already 
been such a one here. About 1860 or 1870 a young 
girl was murdered in the village of Enniger, near 
Ahlen. The Jews, of whom there was a large num- 


* The word “has’’ should be noticed, in contradiction of the follow- 
ing “no proofs.”’ 
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ber there, were universally accused of the deed. It 
was asserted the Jews wanted to use the blood of the 
girl, who had a reputation for genuine piety, for the 
consecration of the new synagogue [building sacrifice, 
v. supr. p. 31]. The judicial inquiry certainly pro- 
duced no proofs of the charge; but public opinion 
spoke vigorously enough to drive all the Jewish 
families out of Enniger. The synagogue has never 
been used, and not only time, but also the hatred of 
the inhabitants, has treated it ill, as is related: horror 
dwells in the empty window-holes.’’—Attorney- 
General Irgahn, of Hamm, said in reply to my request 
for information about it, “that certainly an investi- 
gation was carried out on the part of the Royal Court 
at Minster on account of the murder of an unmarried 
person, Elizabeth Schiitte, which was committed near 
Enniger on 23rd April, 1873. The person who did it 
was not discovered. The motive of the deed, how- 
ever, is from the beginning not doubtful to the 
persons entrusted with the enquiry, and is exclusively 
to be found in the satisfaction of the sexual appetite.” 

188i. Franciska Mnich, alleged to have been 
murdered by the Jewish publican, Moses Ritter, and 
his wife in Lutscha (Galicia). The accused were 
acquitted by the supreme Court of Judicature. Cf. 
J. Rosenblatt, “Prozess Ritter’? (in Das Tribunal. 
Zeitschrift fiir praktische Strafrechispflege, Vol. I. and 
II., Hamburg, 1885 and 1886). 

1882. Trsza-Eszlér. On 14th April [Friday | 
there disappeared at Tisza-Eszlar, on the Theiss 
(Hungary), the young servant, Esther Solymosi. 
Suspicion turns against the Jews, several of whom 
are arrested by Bary, the investigating judge, who 
was only twenty years old. Moritz Scharf, the son of 
the temple servant, Joseph Scharf, declared at the 
first hearing that he did not know Esther, and like- 
wise knew nothing about her disappearance: 
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at the second hearing he made precise 
statements about the alleged “religious butch- 
ering” of E. S. in the Synagogue, which 
he said he had observed through the keyhole, 
and this declaration he repeated on the first day of 
the trial, 19th June, 1883. But on the 17th July it 
was established by an inspection on the part of the 
court of the premises, that Moritz could not possibly 
have seen what he said he had. One of the judges 
said: “ We ought to have begun with this inspection of 
the place of the deed ; we should not then have needed 
to deal with the matter for five weeks.”’ The verdict, 
which corresponded with the pleadings of the State 
Attorney and the defence was to the effect “that 
there was not the least ground for the assumption 
that E. S. had been murdered, and all the accused 
would be acquitted.”’ This sentence was confirmed 
by both the courts of higher instance. A body which 
floated to the bank on 18th June, 1882, some twenty 
kils. below Tisza-Eszlar was in all probability that of 
E. S. Cf. Paul Nathan, “Der Prozess von Tisza- 
Eszlar,’? Be., 1892 (416). Onody and Desportes, 
212-43, wrote on the racial anti-semitic side. 

1891. Corfu. In the night, between 12th and 
13th April, a girl of eight was murdered. The magis- 
trates have unfortunately omitted to publish an 
official report on the inquiry. It is usually asserted 
it was a Christian woman, Maria Desylla, who was 
murdered by Jews and deprived of her blood. It is 
in reality as good as certain that the murdered woman 
was called Rubina Sarda, and was a Jewess, the 
daughter of the Jewish tailor, Vita Chajim Sarda de 
Salomon; Cf. particularly the following document, 
which has lain before me in the original: 
“Crrtiricat: Je, soussignée, religieuse institutrice de 

V Ordre des Soeurs de Notre Dame de la Compassion 

de Marseille, actuellement au Couvent et Orphelinat 
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de cet ordre établi & Corfou, certifie: Que la petite 
Rubina Sarda, Israélite, apres autorisation préal- 
able de sa Grandeur Monseigneur Boni, Archevéque 
i latin de Corfou, a été admise dans la classe gratuite 
que je dirige, au commencement du mois de Juillet de 
Panneé mil huit cent quatre-vingt-neuf (1889); 
; quelle a quitté notre école au mois d’octobre de la 
; méme année, pour suivre, m’a ton dit, les classes 
d’une école fondée vers cette époque, & Corfou, par le 
Gouvernement italien. Je déclare en outre: 1° que 
cette enfant, fille de pére et de mere israélites, pro- 
fessait, & ma connaissance, la méme religion que ses 
parents ; 2° qu'elle a toujours été connue al école sous 
V le nom de Rubina Sarda, et que, jamais je n’ai 
entendu parler d'une nommée Marie Desylla; 3° que 
ladite petite fille a toujours été tres douce et tres sage 
tout le temps qu’elle a fréquenté ma classe, et qu’ enfin, 
elle n’a nullement manifesté le désir de changer de 
religion.—Et a la demande du Consul de France en 
cette ville, je signe le préscrit que j’affirme sincere et 
véritable. Corfow le 22 Juin, 1891. Signé: 
| Joséphina Martin, en religion Soeur Marie Loetitia. 
Le consul de France & Corfou certifie véritable et 
bien conforme a Voriginal déposé aux archives de la 
Chancellerie, la copie de la déclaration ¢i-dessus. 
Corfou, le 22nd Juin, 1891. 
Le Consul de France, 
) (L. 8.) (Signed) A. DANLOUX. 


| \ In a communication of M. Danloux to M. Pariente, the 
Director of the Israelite Schools in the Orient (Corfu, 
23rd June, 1891), the murdered woman is expressly 
called Rubina Sarda, and the sentence occurs: 
“Nobody can tell me whence the name of Marie 
Desylla comes, about which it is asserted it was the 
" victim's name.’’—On the respective side (known to 
we. me by a photograph) of the register, which is kept by 
if the Rabbi in Corfu, there are nine entries, Nos. 


—_—— 
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28-36, in the period between 29 March till 18 April, 
1883. No. 35, of 16th April, runs: “ Rubina di Vita 
Sarda e Lucie Eliezer,” i.e. Rubina, daughter of the 
[Chajjim] Vita Sarda and Lucve Eliezer.—Cf., too, 
M. Horovitz, “ Corfu,’ Frankf. a. M., 1891 (15). 


1891, Nagy-Szokol, Tolna County, Hungary. 
Esther Fejes, a young servant of an Israelite, Jonas 
Griinfeld, disappeared in June. The charge of ritual 
butchery was raised, and as the father and the autho- 
rities searched for the girl in vain, Griinfeld was put 
under police supervision. Halia-year later Esther 
was seen at Buda-Pesth by another girl from Nagy- 
Szokol, and told her she had left her home secretly 
because her parents did not live at peace and her 
mother had taken all her money away. Besides, a 
strange gentleman had persuaded her she should not 
remain at the Jew’s, else it would happen to her as it 
did to Esther Solymosi; and he had given her ten 
gulden for travelling expenses. She was now in 
service at Moritz Fischl’s, Karls-Ring 17. Oesterr. 
Wochenschrift, 1892, No. 3, p. 40, following the Magyar 
Hirlap of 7th January. 

1891. Xanten (Rhine province). Cf. “Der Xan- 
tener Knabenmord vor dem Schwurgericht zu Cleve, 
4-14 July, 1892. Vollstandiger stenographischer 
Bericht,’’ Be., 1893 (509).* On the evening of Mon- 
day, 29th June, the corpse of a boy of five and a half 
years, Johann Hegmann, was found with a gaping 
wound in his neck on loose-lying chaff in the barn 
belonging to a publican, Kiippers. In connection 
with the fact (“Report,’’ 384) that the medical 
practitioner, Dr. Jos. Steiner, in the protocol of the 
inspection of the corpse, which was drawn up on the 


* The three’ defending barristers corroborate the trustworthiness of 
this report in prefatory autographic writing, and the three short- 
hand writers similarly give assurance that they have worked reliably 
to the best of their ability. 
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evening of 29 June, had written, “ The trace of blood 
appears as an after-bleeding,”’ it was declared in wide 
circles that undoubtédly a Jewish ritual murder had 
been perpetrated for the sake of obtaining blood, and 
people soon talked also about a Jewish butcher’s cut 
(“Schachterschnitt,’”’ Cf. supr. p. 108). Some of the 
inhabitants threw suspicion on the butcher and 
former “Schachter’’? of the Jewish community, 
Adolf Buschhoff. Firstly, as far as concerns the 
species of the neck-wound, it was irrefutably estab- 
lished that there could be no serious question of a 
“Schachterschnitt,”? by the protocol of the dissection 
(“ Report,’’ 461 seq.) prepared on 30th June by the 
district physician, Dr. Bauer (Mors), and the district 
surgeon, Dr. Ninninghoff (Orsow), and by the expert 
report (478 sq.) drawn up by the medical college at 
Coblenz on 4th April, 1892: “The cut Was not pro- 
longed below the Adam’s apple, the knife was applied 
much higher up—namely, in the region of the upper 
margin of the Adam’s apple. Thus the air-pipe was 
not only divided, but the cut went also—which is 
expressly forbidden under penalty in the “ Schachter- 
schnitt ’’—through the gullet instead of through the 
cesophagus. .. . Further, whilst the “Schachter” so 
conducts his cut as to cut evenly through the soft parts 
on both sides of the neck, we see that in the case before 
us all the soft parts on the right side were divided up 
to the spinal column; whilst on the left side, on the 
other hand, not even the sterno-cleido-mastoid muscle 
and the big blood-vessels were touched. Next, 
the “Schachter ”’ carefully avoids penetrating with 
his knife into the spine, so as not to injure the spinal 
marrow. Here the cut had pierced two centimetres 
deep into the spine (“ Report,’’ 488, cf. 48). Cf. also 
the declaration of the Prussian Minister of Justice in 
the Chamber of Deputies in Berlin on 9th February, 
1892: “The manner of the cutting of the throat [was] 
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not such as is observed in the butchering of animals 
according to Jewish ritual.’ It was further proved 
beyond doubt that the place of discovery (Kuppers’ 
barn) was also the place of the deed (“ Report ’’ 40, 45), 
so that the child could not have been killed in 
Buschhoff’s house. Thirdly, it was settled beyond 
any doubt that so much blood was found in the chaff 
under the body, on and in the body of the murdered 
boy, and in his clothes, that there was not the very 
least ground for assuming that any blood had been 
removed.* Cf. “Report’’ 39-48, 388, 478 sq. The 
Attorney-General Hamm declared: “It is therefore 
beyond dispute that the deed took place in the barn. 
That is established beyond the possibility of doubt. I 
shall lose no words about the initiatory and repeated 
remarks that a large amount of blood was missing, 
that there was only a little blood there, whereas there 
ought to have been a great deal more. Such remarks 
are all utterly confuted.’’ Prof. Késter (“ Report” 
374) stated besides that the murderer would have 
plied his knife deeper if he had been concerned about 
obtaining blood. It seems to me Dr. Steiner’s state- 
ment before the Court on 9th July was especially 
important. “On 29th June [1891]I was . . asked 
to take up the case of the finding of the corpse. I 
could not then touch the wounds more particularly ; 
T could only look at them. I could also not undress 
the body, etc. It was dark at that time, 9 o’clock at 
night, and the inspection of the corpse took place by 
the light of a petroleum lamp. . . . The experts 
have now . . . explained to me how much blood 
a man has altogether, and how much he can lose so 
as to bleed to death; I have also learnt the opinion of 
the experts about the chaff and earth, and have, for 
the first time, been able to inspect the clothes, as you 


* J. Marcus, “Etude médico-légale du meurtre rituel,’’ Paris 1900 
(107 p.), pp. 22-48 ; Xanten; p. 49-76: Polna. 
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have here seen them. ‘At that time I did not dare to 
take the clothes away. I have now come to the con- 


viction that all the blood which the child could lose. 


has been discovered, and . . . goitisa matter of 
course that the place of the discovery is also the place 
of the deed’’ (“ Report ” 297). 

The Attorney-General Hamm, moreover, said in 
his pleading (“Report ”’ 399): “It is proved that 
Buschhoff could not have done the deed, and the court 
must come to the conclusion to pronounce a sentence 
of ‘not guilty’ with regard to the accused.’’ And 
the Chief Attorney Baumgard (“Report ”’ 41:7) 3\' ST 
must observe that in my long experience of criminal 
cases no single instance has yet come to my notice in 
which there has been brought forward such clear, 
circumstantial proof that the accused cannot have 
perpetrated the deed as in this case.”? The Editor-in- 
Chief of the Staatsbiirger-Zeitung (Berlin), O. Bachler, 
again disseminated at least four deliberate untruths 
when he allowed it to be stated on the 19th Septem- 
ber, 1899, in No. 488 of his paper: “ On 22 [read “29 °*”] 
June, 1891, the bloodless [1] corpse of the boy Johann 
Hegemann [read “ Hegmann’’], of Xanten, was 
found behind the ground-property of the Jewish 
‘Schachter ’”’ [2], Buschoft [read “Buschhoff’’], with a 
‘Schachtschnitt’’ [3] in his neck, whilst the blood, 
which had streamed away from the small body, was 
nowhere to be found [4].”’ 

1892. Eisleben. As this case seems especially 
valuable to the Osservatore Cattolico, No. 8,454, and 
also the Leipsic anon. and others have made a fuss 
about it, I will, as far as possible, make the matter 
clear. 

On 1st February, 1892, Herr G. Kriiger, President of the 

Reform Association at Eisleben, held a discourse on 

“ Rituelle Morde der Juden und der Knabenmord in 

Xanten.”” The E1suepener Zerrune of 7th Febru- 
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ary, 1892, No. 82, reported in regard to the 
discussion: ‘‘A citizen of our town, who had 
appeared as a guest, and well deserves his claim to 
credibility, stated. . . . that he had opportunity for 
keeping wp intercourse with Jews during his sixteen 
years as a handicrafisman in a small town in Posen. 
The friendship between him and them became so inti- 
mate owing to their meeting every night, that he gladly 
and repeatedly accepted the Jews’ invitations to 
accompany them into the temple. He was there 
handed by the Jews all kinds of dainties and sweet 
drinks. When he had visited the temple several times 
he received one Friday evening—it was the time before 
the Jewish festival—an invitation to accompany them 
again into the temple. The Jews who accompanied 
him there, first of all left him standing at the outer 
door, with a view to bringing him in later on. Scarcely 
had he approached nearer when he was informed that 
he would only then be allowed to stop in the temple any 
longer, if he was‘ pure,’ and that he must be subjected 
to a testing for the confirmation of the assumption. 
Then there immediately appeared an older Jew, who 
was hung round with a big white cloth, and wore a 
black head-gear, and he bade him strip his left arm. 
As he dreamt of no ill befalling him, he did what was 
desired of him. Hereupon the same Jew made a cut 
with a small sharp knife into the inner elbow joint of 
the guest, who is an Evangelical Christian, and collec- 
ted the blood flowing from the wound in a vessel which 
already stood prepared, whilst during the operation 
the other Jews sang songs (certainly Hebrew) which 
were unintelligible to him. The wound caused was 
bound up, and healing followed in about eight to four- 
teen days. The scar can even now be seen|/)’’. 


As early as the next number (33, 9th February) there 


appeared a declaration signed “ Walther Simon, Max 
Zweig,” that these statements “mest upon lies. At 
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any rate they may be referred to a morbid desire for 
bragging on the part of the person in question. We 
do not hesitate to pronounce the supporter of the 
Reform Association to be simply a malignant 
slanderer.’’?—Tur STAATSBURGER-ZEITUNG, No. 68 
(10th February) introduced its report of the meeting 
with the words: “We are able in the following to 
bring forward a fresh example... . as regards the 
question of ritual extraction of blood,’’ and it re- 
marked at the conclusion: “ That was an occasion for 
two genuine Jews of those paris .... to publish a 
notice in which they represented the honourable citizen 
with truly Jewish shamelessness as ‘a liar and malig- 
nant slanderer.’ As the man who has been so grossly 
insulted will not let the matter rest as it ts, 2t is good 
news that the affair will be decided BEFORE A COURT 
OF LAW.”’ But the “honourable citizen,” W. 
Schneider, the miner, did Not bring an actions 
THE STAATSBURGER-ZEITUNG, so far as TI know, has 
not robbed its readers of the expectation that W. Simon 
and M. Zweig would have to atone for their crime in 
prison, 

1892. INGRANDES ( department of Vienne, France). The 
(clerical) paper that appears in Tours, the JOURNAL 
D INDRE ET Lorre, published on 27th, March, No. 74, 
an article headed, “ Un meurtre rituel,’’ which treats 
of the discovery of a child’s shockingly-mangled 
corpse. “Justice has set on foot the customary in- 
vestigations, but has reached no result up to now. 
That is perhaps because a wrong road has been taken, 
although the mutilation which the victim has endured 
points sufficiently to the real criminals. . ace. | 
murder for motive of gain or out of revenge does not 
bear that stamp. That the musderer cuts off his 
victim’s head so that it may not be recognised is not 
out of the way. But why the other mutilations? [The 
genital organs and the limbs were also cut off]... . 


ONS lee 
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We find ourselves in the presence of a ritual murder 
achieved by the Jews; everything proves it. ... The 
body was found in a new sack, therefore the blood was 
drawn off from it beforehand. .. The murder could 
not have been committed at the place of discovery, but 
in a perhaps distant part, certainly at a place, where 

it was quite convenient to draw off the blood from the 
yet living victim, and to cut the body in pieces, which 

could readily be made to disappear. . . . It is easy 
to understand the interest of the murderers in the dis- 
appearance of the limbs: the point was to get.rid of 
the marks on the neck, on the arms, on the femoral 
artery, on the limbs which were finally crucified, of 
the extraction of blood, which would have been 
terrible and irrefutable accusers on the count of 
ritual murder. And if there had been found on the 
body the marks of circumcision, which is ordained for 
the obtaining of the circumcision blood, a panacea in 
the eyes of the Jew—who then does not understand the 
interest of the sacrificers in the disappearance of the 
traces?’’—The Paris paper Le Temps, of 5th August 

No. 11,397, reports about the result of the affair: 

“The investigation showed that the child was the son 
on an unmarried woman named Marquet, who let 
herself be called by the name of a former lover, Widow 
Joubert. During the searching of the house there 
were found in the privy the entrails and the half- 
burnt cap of the poor little boy. The mother was 
arrested. She declared in her own defence that she 
wanted to suffocate herself with her son, when she was 
awakened by violent pains; the child lay on the 
ground, and one of his legs had been half-charred by 
the overturned coal-pan. She had then made up her 
mind to cut the corpse to pieces, and to throw the 
larger portion into the water in a sack. The pro- 
secution, however, is of opinion that she only 
proceeded to this mournful operation after she had 
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strangled her own son, and had attempted to burn him. 

The jury of Vienne has just condemned the unnatural 

mother to 20 years’ hard labour.’ 

1892. Bacau (Roumania). An Israelite, Eisik 
Suler, had a young gipsy girl, Florea, in his service. 
The girl’s parents, who knew of the accusation that 
Jews used Christian blood for their unleavened Easter 
cakes, made her secretly leave her master, and hide 
in their hut. They then, accompanied by a crowd of 
half-drunk gipsies, demanded their child back with 
great outcry; Eisik had killed their child in order to 
getits blood. The chief of police quickly ascertained 
the baselessness of the charge. He therefore arrested 
the parents, and threatened them with severe punish- 
ment if they. did not point out where their daughter 
was staying. Next day they confessed where the girl 
was, and that their sole intention was to extort money 
from the Jew. Monthly Report of the “Alliance 
Israélite Universelle,’’ 1892 (Cologne), p. 84 sq. 

1893. Kolin (Bohemia). At the beginning of 
March, Marie Havlin, a girl in whom melancholy had 
shown itself for a considerable time, and who was in 
service with the Jewish family of Brett, was missed. 
Not until over a month had elapsed was the dead 
body found in the Elbe, whilst sand was being drawn 
up from the river. The Young-Czech, anti-semitic 
journal, Polaban, announced in leaded type, that 
stabbing wounds had been noticed on her body, so 
that suicide was out of the question. The accusation 
that a ritual murder had been committed was bruited 

through the town, and led to serious excesses against 
the Jews, so that the military were summoned from 
Kuttenberg. On the 15th of April, the burgomaster, A. 
Civin, issued the following proclamation, in the sec- 
tion of the Royal Imperial County District in his 
charge: “At the dissection of the body of Marie 
Havlin, which was held by the Commission of the 
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Royal Imperial District Court, consisting of the judge 
and the official physicians, Dr. Sil and Dr. Stappan, 
it was confirmed that there were no marks of an in- 
jury or assault found on the corpse. It was on the 
contrary established that Havlin came to her death 
by drowning, and in fact by suicide, and that the 
body must have lain already five weeks in the water, 
because remains of red clay, such as the then high 
water carried with it, were found on the clothes. . . 
All rumours which were set afloat about the girl’s 
murder are untrue and without any foundation. There- 
fore the further dissemination of these rumours is to 
be punished as a malicious deception of the people.”’ 
Cf. Jiidische Presse, 20 April, 1893, No. 16. Also in the 
Bohemian Landtag, the Statthalter, Count Thun, 
declared on 3rd May, in consequence of an interpella- 
tion ; The judicial inspection of the corpse had proved, 
that there were not the slightest traves of violence 
found on the corpse, but that it was rather a case of 
suicide. On the grave a memorial tablet was placed 
with the following inscription: “Here rests Maria 
Havlin, who died a martyr’s death before the Jews’ 
Easter. May God reward them for it!’’ Owing to 
complaints from the Israelite religious community it 
had to be removed. Otherwise the tablet would cer- 
tainly in a few years have been used as an original, 
monumental proof of the reality of ritual murder. 
Jiid. Presse, 12th October, 1894, Nos. 41-42. 

1893. Holleschau. On 9th, or on 15th June, 1893, 
the servant Karoline Schnula and the peasant-woman 
Katharina Schénbaum were condemned by the Court 
at Ungarisch-Hradisch to 13 or 15 months’ imprison- 
ment with hard labour, because they had made the 
accusation against David Tandler, and also two other 
Jewish inhabitants of Holleschau, that these had. 
wanted to slaughter them for ritual purposes. The 
barrister asked for severe punishment, so that cases 
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might not recur in the future, by which honourable 
citizens of the state would, in consequence of an abso- 
lutely stupid fairy-tale, be menaced in their honour, 
life, and property. The actual authorship of the libel 
was alleged to be due’ to an unknown third person ; 
that person must be very powerful, since both of the 
condemned women shrank from giving him up. Jd. 
Presse, 22nd June, 1893. 

1893, Prague. Jaromir Huschek, the editor of 
the Czechish journal, Nove Zajmy, had announced 
that in August, 1893, the “ Schachter,’’ Hermann 
Lowy, of Chotzen, had for ritual purposes extracted 
blood from a worthy, industrious Christian named 
Joseph Horky, and then given him two gulden, that 
he might recover from the loss of blood. Inquiry 
showed that Horky, a toper, suffering from hallucina- 
tions, had invented the whole story. He was pun- 
ished by the Court at Hohenmauth for spreading 
agitating news; Huschek was condemned by the 
Prague Penal Court on 8rd April, “ in contumaciam,”’ 
to 14 days’ imprisonment, emphasised by two days’ 
fasting. (Neue Freie Presse, Vienna, telegram from 
Prague, v. 4 April). 

1893. The trio, Paulus Meyer, Josef Deckert, 
Franz Doll. Paulus Meyer (born 1862, at Wlozlawek, 
Russian Poland; baptised, alas! in 1887), was ex- 
pelled from Berlin by the police in September, 1892, 
because he had made himself “troublesome.’”? Next 
he produced in Leipsic the material for the libel men- 
tioned supr. p. 148. He was on that account arrested 
on 25th May, 1893, at the request of the Leipsic Assize 
Court, in Vienna, where he was in the pay of the 
Catholic Priest, Josef Deckert, in order to collect from 
Jewish literature proofs of Jewish ritual murders. 
Aug. Rohling had recommended him! He had 
already written a letter to Deckert on 20th April 
(Leipsic is named as the place of composition), in 
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which he asserted that in 1875, before the Jewish 
Easter festival in Ostrowo, Government of Lublin, he 
had been the witness of the ritual slaughter of a 
Christian boy. Ten Israelites were said to have been 
present at this holy transaction, of whom the names 
were given of the Rabbi “Jehoschua Ben h’Rab 
Schlohme Leb m’Lentschna ”’ [son of the Rabbi Salo- 
mo Leb at Lentschna], and the Synagogue servants, 
Moische Berriches and Srul [Israel] Partzewar. A 
portion of the blood is said to have been poured into 
flasks, and to have been sent to the parishes subject 
to the Rabbi named; another portion was kept in a 
silver goblet for baking into the unleavened Easter 
loaves. A Jewish landed proprietor, Schmiel 
[Samuel] Tarler, was said to have procured the victim 
from Levertof, a place three miles distant. Deckert had 
already triumphantly referred to this letter on 5th, 
7th and 10th May in the Viennese journal Das Vater- 
land; on 11th May its publication followed in No. 129. 
Numerous anti-semitical papers copied it with 
delight. But the joy was premature. Three of the 
persons accused by name of ritual murder were still 
alive; the fourth, Rabbi Jehoschua, had been dead 
more than two years before the crime falsely imputed 
to him, but his daughter Rahel and her husband, the 
Rabbi Jankiel (Jacob) Rabinowitz of Biala (Russian 
Poland), were still alive. They brought an action, 
with the result that on 15th September Meyer was 
condemned to four months’ arrest (in which the long 
remand in custody during the inquiry was taken into 
consideration), Deckert to a fine of four hundred 
gulden, and the Editor of the Vaterland to two hun- 
dred gulden. The whole contents of the letter were a 
lie. But also in the case of Jos. Deckert two deliberate 
untruths were pointed out (by Meyer’s official 
defender); Cf. Neue Freie Presse (Vienna), Nos. 
10,040 and 10,041 (15th September evening and 16th 
P 
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September); Oesterreich. Wochenschrift, Vienna, No. 
38, pp. 731-65 (shorthand report). The well-known 
Pastor F. v. Bodelschwingh of Bielefeld gave his 
opinion of Meyer on 27th Sept., 1892: “A limitless 
amount of cynical ingratitude towards all his bene- 
factors, who finally perceived his true character and 
did not desire to gratify his immoderate pretensions! 
About his behaviour here I need not tell you any- 
thing, and compress it briefly when I say that in my 
whole life I have never known such an example of 
deep degradation, malice, mendacity and arrogance, 
altogether of bottomless sordidness, as this fellow!” 

1894. Berent (West Prussia). On the 5th of 
April the town was excited by the rumour that a girl 
of nine had been kidnapped by the Jews for purposes 
of ritual. It was due to the following circumstances: 
—A Jewish butcher, Werner, had bought a small she- 
goat from a Roman Catholic widow, Hermann. The 
mother sent her daughter to deliver the animal and 
receive the rest of the money. The child, however, 
sold the goat otherwise, and did not return home. So 
when Werner came to ask about the goat, Mrs. H. 
began to scream out: “ My child has gone; the Jews 
have put her to death.” She then hastened to W.’s 
house in order to demand her child back. A crowd of 
people soon assembled there with menacing gestures, 
and, in particular, some witnesses turned up who 
alleged they had seen that the child went into W.’s 
house in the morning. The woman at length ran off 
to the Burgomaster, and asked that her child should 
be released. Soon after the girl turned up again. 
The woman declared that she had often read in the 
newspapers that the Jews were obliged to have Chris- 
tian blood. Jiid. Presse, 12th April, 1894, No. 15.— 
Mrs. H. was condemned to two weeks’ imprisonment 
for gross contumacy. 

1896. Méahrisch-Triibau. As a “contribution to 
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the use of blood by the Jews,’’ a story went the round 
of the papers, especially the Austrian, at the begin- 
ning of 1896, that the merchant Moriz Moller had 
extracted blood at the joints of the arms and legs of 
his former servant, Philomena Waclawek, at night, 
by pricking them with needles. The gossip had pro- 
ceeded from the two present servants of M., Emilie 

Schwab and Sophie Nemluwil, who appealed to the 

utterances made them by Waclawek. The preliminary 

examination conducted against M. was stopped after 

a short time for want of any details or facts. There- 

upon M., who had had to suffer under the false 

accusation, brought an action against the mendacious 
servant for insult to honour. The affair was decided 
on 22nd May before the Assize Court of Briinn. On 
the proposition of the Public Prosecutor, the woman 

W. was condemned for libel to three months’ strict 

imprisonment, which was to be rendered more severe 

every fortnight by a day of fasting. Oesterr. Wochen- 
schr., 1896, No. 18, p. 357, and No. 22, p. 486; Cf. also 

Gemeinde-Zeitung (Prague), 15th April, 1896. 

1898. SKatsciRREN (Niederung District, East Prussia). 
STAATSBURGER-ZEITUNG, 16th February, 1898: “ The 
rumour of @ RITUAL MURDER set the inhabitants here 
in excitement, and causes a great deal of talk even 
now. Some time ago the SERVANT GIRL OF A JEWISH 
MERCHANT IN THE PLACE DISAPPEARED WITHOUT 
LEAVING A TRACE; the search inaugurated has so far 
resulted in no explanation of the girl’s mysterious 
disappearance, but certainly given rise to the above- 
mentioned black rumour. We hope the matter will 
soon be cleared up.’’—According to the official 
material lying before me, the police authorities had 
no cause whatever to make enquiries. The servant 
girl, Wilh. Picklapp, had illegally left other places 
previously, and had done the same thing in the case 
of the merchant Markus Grodszinsky; and she had 
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first gone to her sweetheart, and then to the foster- 

mother of her illegitimate child at Plicken near 

Mehlauken. 

1899. Polna (Bohemia). On 1st April, on the 
Saturday in Passion Week, the corpse of the nineteen- 
year-old sempstress, Agnes Hruza, who had been 
missing from Klein-Wieznitz since Wednesday, the 
night of 29th March, was found in the Brezina forest 
between Polna and Klein-Wieznitz. Suspicion of 
having committed the murder fell upon Leopold 
Hilsner, a Jewish cobbler’s apprentice of twenty-two, 
who had often roamed about in the aforesaid forest. 
On 12th September the affair came before the District 
Court at Kuttenberg for trial. To the first question 
put to the jury, “Is Hilsner guilty of having, in 
association with others, murdered Hruza?’’ they 
answered, on the 5th day, 16th September, “No,” 
with eleven votes. On the other hand, the second 
question, “Is Hilsner an accomplice in the murder? ”’ 
was answered in the affirmative with all the twelve 
votes. The Court of Justice consequently pro- 
nounced judgment for H.’s condemnation to death 
by the rope. The Assize Court at Pisek, on 14th 
November, 1900, convicted him also of the murder of 
Marie Klima, who had disappeared on the 17th J uly, 
1898. 

It is universally admitted that H. was a man who shrank 
from work, and was not on good terms with the truth. 

He repelled the offer that on the day of Atonement 

(10 Tishri—i4th September) i.e., on a day which 

even Jews, who care almost nothing at all about their 

religion, hold sacred, the trial should be postponed. 

And he contrived after his condemnation to point out 

as accomplices two innocent men, Josua Erbmann and 

Salomo Wassermann. Both were speedily found and 

arrested, but had to be set free after a short time, as 

they were able perfectly to prove an alibi. At the 
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recantation of his “confession”? Hilsner asserted ° 
that in spite of his innocence he had been dreadfully 
frightened by the news that the gallows were already 
being erected for him, and he had given the false 
information in order to get a postponment. 

The unsympathetic nature of his personality, however, 
should not seduce us into declaring H. to be the 
murderer or an accomplice without convincing proof. 
Still less should “ ritual murder’’ be asserted without 
convincing proof. And yet the public prosecutor, 
Schneider-Swoboda, put forward this assertion, 
in vetled words it ts true, and the barrister, Dr. Baza, 
representing the “ Anti-semites,’’ after describing 
desire for revenge, jealousy, lust as motives to be 
excluded, even said (Viennese Neve FREIE PRESSE, 
17th September, No. 12,597): “But we demand to 
know why Agnes Hruza was murdered! (Stormy 
cries of “ Viborne’’ in the audience.) The body of 
the murdered woman tells why she was murdered. 
The body speaks to the whole world; it shrieks out 
why a poor, innocent Christian girl had to die. 
(Storm of applause in the auditorium.) The circwm- 
stance that Agnes Hruza was first caught with a 
noose shows plainly the motive of the deed, shows 
plainly why she was butchered. Up till now we knew 
the most diverse motives for murder, even political 
murder; but this motive, as it 1s exposed here, was 
unfortunately till now not yet believed in by every- 
body. Hruza was murdered for the sole reason that 
a Christian virgin had to be murdered. 

The highest circles in the State will have to take heed 
of the fact that there is a society of human beings 
among us who only murder our Christian fellows in 
order to get our blood. The State must rise wp against 
this class of persons, who want our blood, who want 
the blood of Christian girls; that is an inevitable 
duty, whether it is a sect of this people or the whole 
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race. We do not know where the blood went. That 
will have to be cleared up presently. But Hruza was 
murdered by a society that lives among us with the 
sole object of taking our blood from us. . : 
Hilsner, with two other persons, tried to extract as 
much blood as possible from this girl, this Christian 
virgin. (Great sensation.) It is quite certain that 
everything was prepared beforehand for the murder 
in that synagogue where the blood-stained breeches 
were found; there the actual proof of the ensuing 
murder, the grey, blood-stained breeches, was actually 
taken. This synagogue is both the beginning-point 
and the ending-point of the Polna murder. No blood 
was found. That means everything. . . . The 
murderer wanted the blood. Therefore—according 
to the opinion of the experts—the blood was not found. 
(Prolonged sensation )? Andafter that Baxa said: I f 
the defender declared he had proofs contradictory of a 
ritual murder, “I have proofs in favour of it. Per- 
haps the defender knows the books of the 
Rabbi Eleasar, perhaps also that of the Rabbi 
Mendel’”’ ( STAATSBURGER-ZEITUNG, Berlin, 19th 
September, No. 438.*) 

And both before the legal proceedings and after them 
the “ anti-semite’’ newspapers spoke in the same sense. 
Das BAYERISCHE VATERLAND, Munich, 20th Sep- 
tember: “The Court of Justice . . . has answered 
in the affirmative [the question if it was a Jewish 


* The mentioning of Rabbi Mendel is based upon a gross falsification 
of A. Rohling’s, as I, as early as August, 1883, pointed out in a 
letter to Prof. W. Bacher, of Budapesth v. Judisches Litteratur- 
Blatt, Magdeburg 1883, no. 34). Cf. also J. Kopp, “ Zur Juden- 
frage,’’35-7, and J. Bloch, “ Acten’’ I., 157-60. There is certainly, 
apart from Hartwig Wessely’s Hebrew book of synonyms “gan 
nail ”’ [closed garden,’’ v. Song of Songs, iv., 12] another book of 
this name; but it is not by Rabbi Mendel, but by Abraham Abul- 
afia, and it is not “in some twenty editions ’’ (as Rohling lies), but 
@ not even yet printed commentary on the Book Jecira (Cod. Hebr. 
fol. 58 of the Royal Library at Munich). 


SS 
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ritual murder]; it implicitly assumed that it was a 
RELIGIOUS CUSTOM OF ORTHODOX JUDAISM to drink the 
blood of Jewishly butchered CHRISTIAN PERSONS. 

. Anna Hruza was therefore simply butchered 

like any cattle, in order to draw off her blood! . 

Hilsner filled the position of a JEWISH SLAUGHTERER 

[untrue/—H. Sir.], which is among Jews a kind of 

RELIGIOUS OFFICE, and into which the RABBI INITIATES 

THE CANDIDATE AFTER SEVERE TESTING. . . . All 

the facts point to a@ RITUAL MURDER, in connection 

with which it has also to be considered that Hruza 
was slaughtered immediately before [untrue!/—H. 

Sir.] the Jewish EasTER FESTIVAL, at which, as as 

asserted, the Talmud prescribes the consumption of 

Curistian Bioop [untrue/—H. Str.’ 

The assumption of an actual “ritual murder” 
(for using the blood at the Jewish Passover) is deci- 
sively disproved by the simple fact that Agnes Hruza 
was, till the evening of 29th March, still in Polna 
with the sempstress Prehal, whilst the Jewish Easter 
began on 26th March. Furthermore, the accusation 
and condemnation are essentially based on the 
opinion that Hruza was murdered in the forest in 
which her corpse was found. This view, however, is 
false. Cf. the works of the Prague Professor Th. G. 
Masaryk, “Die Nothwendigkeit der Revision des 
Polnaer Prozesses,’’ Vienna, 1899 (31), and “Die 
Bedeutung des Polnaer Verbrechens fiir den Ritual- 
aberglauben,’’ Be., 1900 (94). 

I take the following from him:—The corpse was 
found lying in such a way on the belly that the lower 
portion of both legs were bent upwards in an acute 
angle, and the trunk was somewhat curved to the 
right. This bending of the legs and this curving of 
the body could only have been effected after the set- 
ting-in of the rigor mortis, or otherwise the body would 
not have remained curved and the legs would have 
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sunk down again. But rigor mortis only begins some 
hours after death. Therefore the corpse was brought 
where it was found, only after the appearance of 
rigor mortis. One alternative is that it was carried 
so that the legs were bent over the right shoulder of 
the carrier and held by one of his hands, whilst the 
other hand drew the trunk of the dead body to him by 
means of a rope placed round her neck. It would 
also be explained in this way why only the right side 
of the neck showed a strangulation furrow. Had the 
girl been strangled with the cord before death, the 
furrow would have been visible right round her neck. 
The other alternative ig that the corpse was brought 
into the forest in a wheelbarrow. In that case the 


legs would have been bent, otherwise the wheel- - 


barrow would have been hampered by the length of 
the body. It was important to the murderer or 
murderers that no blood should drip on the ground 
during transport. That explains why the head was 
wrapped up in the shift and petticoat. The murder 
probably happened in a house, and, indeed, at a late 
hour of the night, when Hruza was already partially 
undressed. The following circumstances point to it: 
Firstly, the body was clothed only with gaiters, stock- 
ings, and the remainder of a shift (the statement 
about the breeches are contradictory) ; secondly, her 
hair was undone; thirdly, there was only blood, not 
dirt, on the palms of the hands and behind the nails 
of both hands, although, according to the charge, the 
murder took place in the forest on ground soaked 
with rain; fourthly, the cleanness of the corpse, no 
blood-stains on breast or stomach (the murdered 
woman was perhaps washed): fifthly, on dissection 
numerous remains of food, especially milk, were 
found in the stomach (A. H., who began her return 
home after 5 o’clock, seems, before she was murdered, 
to have had an evening meal). Six metres from the 
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place of the crime two cloths belonging to A. H. were 
found, “folded together.’’ Had the murderers, who, 
according to the charge, did the deed in the greatest 
haste, time to fold up these cloths? Hilsner was seen 
in Polna a short while before the time of the murder 
(about 6 p.m.), as fixed by the charge, in the evening 
he was at home. The Viennese Juristische Blatter, 
September, 1899, also pronounced a new trial neces- 
sary: “He was accused without proofs, condemned 
without proofs, and that is a judicial murder in the 
eyes of lawyers. . . . An important piece of 
counter-evidence, that the criminal alone would not 
have been able to overpower the strong girl, led to the 
accusation and condemnation for being an accom- 
plice, without any intelligible reasons for thinking 
there were accomplices being given.’’ It observes 
about Hilsner’s denials: “It is well known to every 
practical man that persons belonging to the populace 
deny everything, even the most harmless, as soon as 
they are aware they are under accusation.”’ 

Dr. Arthur Nussbaum (“ Der Polnaer Ritualmord- 
process. Eine kriminalpsychologische Untersuch- 
ung auf aktenmdssiger Grundlage.”’ Be., 1906, 259 
pp.) has now convincingly shown: (1) That Agnes 
Hruza’s neck-wound was not a Jewish butcher’s cut, 
but more probably inflicted after death in order to 
remove the rope tied round the neck; (2) that the 
amount of blood to be expected under the circum- 
stances was present; (3) that the reasons given for 
Hilsner’s guilt are entirely null, that the statements 
of the witnesses for the prosecution not merely became 
definite only gradually and in the course of time, but 
that they also contradict each other, i.e., are in them- 
selves unworthy of belief; (4) that throughout no 
probable motive was adduced by which Hilsner could 
have been impelled to murder A. Hruza (either as the 
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result of blood-thirstiness, or as a deed of perverse 
sexuality, or for the purpose of robbery). 

In regard to the Klima case Hilsner’s alibi is 
proved to be credible; concerning the manner in 
which Marie K. met her death, the inspection of the 
skeleton found on the 27th of October, 1898, in the 
forest north of Polna, no longer afforded a solution. 
The identity of the perpetrator, or, as the Public Pro- 
secutor asserted, of the perpetrators, was not proved 
in any way in either case. 

The Court of Justice did not allow the execution 
of Hilsner, who had been condemned for the double 
murder, but changed the punishment to life-long 
imprisonment. That is a clear sign that they did not 
trust in the truthfulness of the sworn witnesses. 

1900. Konitz (West Prussia). On 11th March, 
1900, Ernest Winter, a public school youth (“ gym- 
nasiast ’’) of eighteen and a half, left his lodgings in 
the house of Lange, a master-baker. In the afternoon 
he was seen by several people. In the afternoon of 
the 13th of March Winter’s father (a builder in 
Prechlau) and the master-baker found in the water by 
the bank of the Ménchsee a parcel, the wrapper of 
which consisted of packing-paper; it contained in a 
sack the upper part of Winter’s body, without head 
orarms. Quite close by they found the lower portion 
of the trunk. On 15th March the right arm was found 
in the Evangelical Churchyard ; on the 20th of March 
the left upper leg in the Ménchsee; and, lastly, on 
15th April, in a pit two kilometres from Konitz, the 
head wrapped in paper.—The anti-semites again 
raised the charge that here was a case of ritual murder 
committed by the Jews. Not even the shadow of a 
proof of this could be adduced. The Royal Medical 
College of the province of West Prussia and the 
Royal Scientific Medical Committee (in Berlin) 
who carefully examined the parts of the body and the 
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articles of dress which were found, arrived, in two 
detailed expert reports, at the following conclusion 
(which was indeed very painful to the feelings of those 
who had celebrated Ernst W. as a hero in virtue, 
especially at the funeral of the parts of his body) :— 
“(1) The death of Ernst Winter was the result of suffo- 
cation. (2) There is no scientific foundation for the 
assumption that the cut in the neck discovered on the 
mutilated corpse of Winter was perpetrated during 
his lifetime, and thus caused death from bleeding. 
(3) The death took place on 11th March, 1900, within 
the first six hours after he had enjoyed a meal. (4) 
The evidence of seminal spots on the outside of his 
trousers and shirt renders it probable that Winter was 
performing the act of coitus, or was trying to do so, 
shortly before his death.”” Cf. “Die Gutachten der 
Sachverstindigen iiber den Konitzer Mord,” Be., 
1903 (87). 


XIX. CONTRADICTION OF THE “ BLOOD-ACCU- 
SATION ”’ BY PIOUS JEWS AS WELL AS 
CHRISTIANS 


My intention has been to collect not as many 
testimonies as possible, but those that really carry 
weight. 

A.—JEWS 


Isaak ABRAVANEL, @ well-known Bible exegetist (born 
in Portugal 1437, died in Italy 1508), on Ezekiel 
LLHV1., 13. 

Samuet Usqug, in his Portuguese book printed in 1558, 
“Consolations for the oppressed among Israel’’ 
(“Consolagam,”’ etc., »v. Wolf, “Bibliotheca He- 
braea,’’ ITT., 1071-5.) 

JEHUDA Kart, “De charitate,”’ Amsterdam, 1643, v. 
Wolf, Bibl. Hebr., IT., 1131-5. 

MANASSE BEN ISRAEL (born in Lisbon 1604, lived later in 
Amsterdam; intercourse with Queen Christina of 
Sweden; brought about permission for the Jews to 
return to England), “ Vindiciae Judaeorum’”? [in 
English), originally London, 1656, then in the com- 
pilation “ Phenix,’ London 1708: in German, “ Ret- 
tung der Juden,”’ by Marcus Herz, with a preface by 
Moses Mendelssohn, as supplement to Chr. W. Dohm’s 
“Uber die biirgerliche Verbesserung der Juden,’’ 
Berlin and Stettin, 1781.—The oatu OF PURIFICATION 
taken by him in the volume mentioned, runs: “I f all 
that has been hitherto said is not even then sufficient 
to nullify this accusation, I am forced, since the 
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matter on our side is simply one of negation, and 
therefore is incapable of elucidation by witnesses, to 
use another kind of proof, which the Eternal has 
ordained (Exodus xaxit.), that of an oath. I there- 
fore swear, without any deception or trickery 
whatever, by the highest God, the Creator of heaven 
and earth, who revealed His law to the people of 
Israel on Mount Sinaz, that I have never, even to this 
day, seen such a practice among the people of Israel, 
that they have never regarded such a practice as a 
lawful, divine ordinance, nor as a command or in- 
stitution of their wise men, and that they have never 
(as far as I know, as far as I have heard in a credible 
way, or read in any Jewish author) practised or 
attempted such a villainy! And if I liein this, may 
all the curses mentioned in the books of the Law 
(Leviticus and Deuteronomy) visit me; may I never 
see the blessing and the solace of Zion, nor take part 
in the resurrection of the dead/’’—Mosres MEN- 
DELSSOHN declares himself ready to repeat this oath 
verbatim; this oath has been uttered by SaALomon 
HirscHe., the London Chief Rabbi, and by Davip 
Metpous, the Chakam of the Portuguese-Israelite 
community in London, on 30th June, 1840; in the 
same year the missionary G. W. Prieritz (a Jewish 
Christian) did the same thing (v. Liéwenstein, 
“Damascia,’’® 203, 237 sq.). 

Isaak CantTaRINi, “Vindex sanquinis,’’ Amsterdam, 
1680; reprinted as supplement to Wiilfer’s “ The- 
riaca judaica,’’ Nuremberg, 1681. 

Jakos EmpEN (1698-1776, at Altona and Amsterdam) 
in a missive, which ts attached to his edition of the 
“ Seder olam rabba wezutta,’’ Hamburg, 1757; v. D. 
Hoffmann, “ Schulchan-Aruch,’”® Be., 1894, 26. 

JONATHAN EIBESCHUTZ ( 1690-1764), v. supr. p. 151. 

J. TuGENDHOLD (Censor in Warsaw), “ Der alte Wahn 
vom Blutgebrauch der Israeliten am Osterfeste’’ 
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[written in 1831]. Translated from the Polish. Be., 
1858 (90). 

Isaak Barr Levinson, “ ’Ephes Damim’’ [tn Hebrew], 
Wilna, 1837; Englished by L. Lorwe: “ Efés Dam- 
mim. A series of conversations at Jerusalem 
between a Patriarch of the Greek Church and a Chief 
Rabbi of the Jews,’ London, 1841; German by A. 
Katz: “ Die Blutliige,” Be., 1892 (102). 

L. Zunz, “Damaskus. Ein Wort zur Abwehr,’’ Be., 1840 
(reprinted in “ Gesammelte Schriften,’’ II., 160-70). 

L. H. Lowensremy, “ Damascia. Die J udenverfolgung zu 
Damaskus und ihre Wirkungen auf die éffentliche 
Meinung.’”’ Second revised edition. Rédelheim, 
1841 (416).—Supplement to it by the same author: 
“Stimmen beriihmter Christen [J. F. v. Meyer, F. J. 
Molitor] uber den Damaszener Blutprozess,’’ Rédel- 
heim, 1843 (46 ). 

M. Scutestncer, “Neki Kapajim.’? “Clean hands.” 
Refutes the accusations levelled against the Jews. 
(from the Hebrew). Budapesth, 1882 (30). 

M. L. Ropxinssoun, OTT AD MyDD. “Das unge- 
sduerte Brot und Die Anklage des Blutgebrauchs am 
Passah-Feste.”’ [Hebrew with German preface]. 
Pressburg and Vienna, 1883. (CV 1IEES 82). 

M. H. Frrepranper“ Zur Geschichte der Blutbeschuldi- 
gungen gegen die Juden im Mittelalter und in der 
Neuzeit.”’ Briinn, 1883 (32). 

M. Duscuax, “Tér Estér”? [v. Esther ii., 15| “ Mitiel 
gegen die falschen Blutbeschuldigungen.’’? Cracow, 
1883 (66). 

Corrano Guiperti, “Pro Judacis. Riflessione e docu- 
ment. Turin, 1884 (386 ). 

Giorcio A. Zavizrant, “Un raggio di luce. La per- 
secuzione degli Ebrei nella storia,’ Corfu, 1891, 
Tipografia “ Corai’’ (356). 


The statements which occur in poetry, which is 
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only intended for Jewish readers, seem to me of a 
special importance.* Violent outbursts of bitter 
rancour against their merciless persecutors are not 
rare, but nowhere is there even a single word which 
could be applied to the charge here in question; the 
“blood accusation ’’ is much rather regarded as an 
abominable slander, as, for instance, in a “Selicha”’ 
(prayer of penitents) by Salomo ben Abraham (about 
1220), v. Zunz, “ Die synagogale Poesie des Mittelal- 
ters,’ Be., 1855, 27.—The Jews, as they say them- 
selves, in the last five hundred years of the Middle 
Ages, slaughtered, sacrificed children—but their own 
children, in order to save them from baptism, cf. 
Zunz 16, 20, 22 sq., and likewise the moving report of 
Salomo bar Simeon about the persecution of the Jews 
in Mainz in 1096, v. “Quellen zur Geschichte der Juden 
in Deutschland,’’ II. (Be., 1892), 9,12, or 101,107. Cf. 
also Saifeld, 105 (note 3), 148, 202.—In recent times cf. 
G. Dalman, “ Jidischdeutsche Volkslieder aus Gali- 
zien und Russland,’’ 2nd edition, L., 1891, 49. 


B. PROSELYTES 


Owing to what happened in Fulda (v. supr. p. 178 
sq.), the German Emperor Frederick II. set on foot a 
thorough investigation of the question, whether the 
Jews used human blood. R. Héniger (“ Zeitschrift 
fiir die Geschichte der Juden in Deutschland,”’ I. 
[1887], 137-44) has published the golden Bull of July, 
1236, from the Cologne municipal archives, in whose 
second part the Emperor reports as to the result of his 
researches : 


* The contradiction in “Niccahén jashan’’ (p. 257 of Wagenseil’s 
edition in “Tela ignea Satanae’’), was also not intended for Chris- 
tian readers. 
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“Moreover all men now living and going to live should 


know: As, in consequence of the murder of some boys 
at Fulda, a grievous accusation was brought against 
the Jews then living there, and hence a menacing 
public opinion arose generally against the rest of the 
Jews in Germany, on account of the sad event, 
although the traffic in secret crime was not revealed, 
we, in order to clear up the truth in respect of the 
before-mentioned accusation, resolved to summon 
before us from every quarter princes, magnates, and 
nobles of the Empire, as well as abbots and ecclesi- 
asties, and to question them. Now as these were of 
divers opinions about the matter, and could not arrive 
at a satisfactory issue in relation thereto, we came 
to the conclusion that owing to the secret action taken 
against the Jews accused of the aforesaid crime, the 
matter could not be more suitably dealt with than by 
those who had been Jews, and had been converted to 
the Christian faith, since these as adversaries would 
conceal nothing of what they know against those other 
Jews, or against the Mosaic books, or the whole series 
of the Old Testament. And although our conscience 
regarded the innocence of the aforesaid Jews as 
adequately proved on the ground of several writings, 
which had been brought to the knowledge of our 
Majesty, yet for the satisfaction no less of the un- 
educated populace than of the feeling of justice, 
according to our sound decision, and with the unani- 
mous consent of the princes, magnates, nobles, abbots, 
and ecclesiastics, we sent extraordinary ambassadors 
to all the Kings of the West, by whom accordingly 
many converts experienced in the Jewish law were 
sent to our presence from the various kingdoms. We 
commanded these, who sojourned no short time at our 
Court, to trace out the truth, so that they might in- 
dustriously investigate and inform us, whether there 
was any opinion existing among them [the Jews] 
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which would induce them perchance to commit another 
crime, and which might have induced the Jews them- 
selves to commit the aforesaid crime. Their ANSWER 
‘Neither in the Old nor in the New Testament 
is it found that the Jews are greedy for human blood. 
Rather it is expressly stated in complete opposition to 
such an assertion in the Bible, which is called in 
Hebrew “ Bereschith,’’* in the laws given to Moses, in 
the Jewish ordinances, which are called in Hebrew 
Talmud, that they must altogether beware of pollution 
with any blood whatever. We add, and it is an 
addition which concerns us very closely, that those 
who are forbidden the blood, even of the animals 
allowed them, cannot have any thirst for human 
blood, because of the horror of the thing, because 
nature forbids it, and because of the relationship of 
species which connects them also with the Christians 
. and that they would not expose their property and 
life of peril. We have therefore with the agreement 
of the Princes declared the Jews of the before- 
mentioned place to be entirely acquitted of the crime 
attributed to them, and the rest of the Jews in 
Germany of so grave an accusation.” .. . t 
Paulus, de Santa Maria, 1351-1435 (as a Jew, 


*[Bereshith, “In the beginning,’’ the first word of the Hebrew 
Bible among the Jews, the ordinary name of Genesis, here signifies 
the whole Hebrew Bible. ] 

+ The sentence that contains the judgment of the Commission runs 
verbatim as follows in the copy of the Bull which belongs to the 
14th century, but is unhappily not free from mistakes: “ Quorum 
super hoc assercionibus publicatis, quia compertum non est in 
testamento veteri vel in novo, Judeos avidos esse humani sanguinis 
hauriendi, immo [add.: quia], quod est predicto prorsus contrarium, 
quod ab omnis omnino sanguinis fedacione caveant in biblia que 
dicitur abraice berechet, preceptis. Moysi datis, decretis iudaicis que 
dicuntur ebrayce talmilloht, expressius habeamus, presumentes eciam. 
presumpcione non modica, hiis quibus sanguis prohibitus est 
et animalium permissorum sitim non posse humani sanguinis super- 
esse, rei horribilitate, nature prohibicione ac speciei comoditate qua 
Christianos eciam amplectuntur, et quod pro eo quod expositum de 
animalibus de virorum municionibus [?] habere possent pro nichilo, 

Q 
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Salomo Levi), Bishop of Burgos, who was by no means 
friendly inclined to the Jews, nevertheless writes in 
his additions to the commentary of Nikolaus von 
Lyra on Genesis I.: “It is therefore not useful for the 
conversion of the Jews to ascribe this aberration to 
them. For they believe that we are inventing lies 
against them, and that affords us no small impedi- 
ment in being believed by them.’’ (Ganganelli has 
already referred to this passage). 

Many persons will be influenced less by actual 
reasons given than by the testimony of Johannes 
Pfefferkorn, the enemy of the Talmud and the Jews, 
well known through his dispute with Reuchlin (ef. 
Wolf, “ Bibl. Hebr.,’’ No. 1845, in Vols. I. and IV.). In 
his pamphlet about the Jewish Passover, which 
appeared in 1509, he says nothing about the Jewish 
use of Christian blood. And in “Speculum Adhorta- 
tionis Judaicae ad Christum,’’ Cologne, 1507, he 
writes: “I should here like to refute a wide-spread, 
but worthless piece of gossip against the Jews, in 
order that we Christians may not in consequence be- 
come ridiculous. It is commonly said among 
Christians, that the Jews have need to use Christian 
blood as a means of cure, and therefore kill little 
Christian children. Dear Christians! Believe it 
not! It is contrary to the Holy Scriptures and the 
law of Nature and reason. Therefore I must defend 
the Jews in this matter, but with one limitation. It 
is conceivable that Jews are found, and perhaps may 
hereafter be found, who secretly persecute Christian 
children even to their death, nevertheless not on 
account of any necessity for having their blood, but 
out of hatred, and in order to revenge themselves on 


non exponerent periculo substancias et personas, Judeos loci predicti 
ab obiecto crimine ac alios Judeos Alemannie a tam gravi infamia 
dictante sentencia principum pronunciavit fread: “-avimus’’] 
penitus absolutos.’’ 
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the Christians, even as they once, when they had more 
power than they have now, publicly persecuted 
Christ, the Apostles and his pupils, and followers. 
Therefore do not be disquieted about it! .... Flee 
from and avoid accordingly this ludicrous, menda- 
cious talk which, if you wish to consider it closely, 
contributes no little to casting contempt on the 
Christians. Abide by the truth, whilst abandoning 
such delusions, oh Christians! We do not want to 
invent anything that is false and brings us no 
honour!’ 

Ant. Margaritha, once lecturer in Hebrew in 
Augsburg, Leipsic, and Vienna, says in “Der gantze 
Jiidische Glaube’’ (Augsburg, 1530; I possess the 
edition of Reineccius, L., 1705), much wicked stuff 
about the Jews and their blindness, but not a word 
about the utilisation of Christian, or generally speak- 
ing, human blood for superstitious or even ritual 
purposes. 

Julius Morosini (ob. 1687, as Reader of the 
Hebrew language in Rome), author of the anti-Jew 
book, “ Via della fede nostra mostrata agli Ebrei,”’ 
Rome, 1683, characterised the assertion of the use of 
blood as a fiction. 

Also the physician, Paolo Medici, “ Riti e costumi 
degli Ebrei confutati,’’ Madrid, 1727, and often, said 
not a word about the blood-accusation. Against the 
contrary declarations of Rohling and others, v. 
J. Kopp, 32-4; Bloch, “ Acten,’’ I., 152. Cf. about Paolo 
Medici, also A. First, “Christen und Juden,’’ Stras- 
burg, 1892, 94-6. 

Frieprich ALBRECHT CHRISTIANI, baptized 1674 at 

Strasburg, “ Docent’? at the University of Levpsic, 

a thorough-going expert in Rabbinical literature, 

says in his work which is by no means friendly to the 

Jews, “ Der Jiiden Glaube und A berglaube,’’ L., 1705, 

Supplement IV., 181-4, amongst other things: 
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“ Although there is indeed a general slander against 
the Jews, that they follow after Christian children, 
and when they have got hold of them, stab them hor- 
ribly, extract the blood from them, using it with 
certain ceremonies as a remedy, partly in the case of 
their wives during the severe pangs of labour, and 
partly for dying persons in their last agonies, I am 
able, as a born Jew (who without boasting, know well 
all their customs, having myself practised, or at any 
rate seen with my eyes, most of them) to asseverate 
by God, that the whole time I was connected with 
Judaism, I never heard among them of such dealings 
with Christian children, much less that they had ever 
had Christian blood or had ever used it in the afore- 
said manner.’’—So far as concerns the cases reported 
to have occurred at Trent, Frankfort a. M. and else- 
where in the latter centuries Christiani believes 

“assuredly and veritably, that some wicked Christ- 

tans, who were spiteful against the Jews in these 

places, committed the deeds out of peculiarly bitter 
hatred to bring disaster upon them.”’ 

Aloysius von Sonnenfels, “Jiidischer Blut-Eckel, 
Oder Das von Gebrauch des unschuldigen Christen- 
Bluts angeklagte, untersuchte und unschuldig-befun- 
dene Judenthum, Aus Trieb der Wahrheit An Tag 
gegeben.”? Vienna, 1753 (161; Latin title: “Judaica 
sanguinis nausea.’’) Cf. especially 20 sq.: “ Now if all 
this as it is narrated were to correspond with truth, 
Christian authorities would not have to be blamed 
for persecuting this so villainous inhuman people 
with fire and sword, and tearing them to pieces with 
raving dogs, or they might order them to be dismem- 
bered by the hangman. I, however, who under 
guidance of my father as Chief Rabbi at Berlin and 
of the whole electorate of Brandenburg, got to know, 
even in my tenderest youth, the most precise and 
hidden secrets of the whole of Judaism, even to the 
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smallest detail, because at one time he desired to 

make of me a man of his profession. I can bear wit- 

ness before God, on my soul and conscience, that this 
is one of the greatest untruths which has ever been 
heard in the world.” 

Joh. Heinr. Raph. Biesenthal (missionary, died 25th 
June, 1886, in Berlin), “Ueber den Ursprung der wider 
die Juden erhobenen Beschuldigung, bei der Feier 
ihrer Ostern sich des Blutes zu bedienen, nebst kurzer 
Darstellung des jiidischen Rituals in Beziehung auf 
den Genuss des Blutes. Historisch-kritischer Versuch 
von Dr. Karl Ignaz Corvé”’ [pseudonym]. Be., 1840 
(66). 

Johann Emanuel Veith, Cathedral preacher at St. 
Stephen in Vienna, baptised 1816, died 1876. F. J. 
Molitor writes in his professional account (mentioned 
p. 192): “This pious priest, who was at one time a 
Jew, uttered [1840] in the pulpit, crucifix in hand, a 
high and holy oath, that there was no single word of 
truth in the charge against the Jews.”’ 

Since then both Jews and Christians have very often 
appealed to this testimony, e.g. the Roman Catholic 
clergyman and Bavarian Landtag Deputy, 
F. Frank, “ Die Kirche und die Juden,”’ Regensburg, 
1892, 53. But on 14th March, 1892, the Viennese 
DevutscHe Vorxssiatr (and following it, other 
papers) published an article called “ Eine millionen- 
mal gedruckte Judenliige’’ (“ a million-times-printed 


Jewish lie,’’) in which it is observed: “The 
Wrener KircHEen-ZEITUNG, in 1854 and 1856, at the 
time when Dr. Veith was a collaborator. ... . and 


articles signed by him appeared in that journal, 
published av VEITH’S INSTIGATION a declaration that 
the whole story of the oath-taking in the pulpit was 
a ‘contemptible slander,’ and that Dr. Veith had 
never said a word in the pulpit on the subject.” On 
which I remark: (1) The years mentioned in connec- 
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nection with the WIENER KiRCHEN-ZEITUNG show no 
articles with Veith’s signature. (2) The declaration 
(1854, No. 19; repeated in 1856, No. 80) was NoT 
published at Veith’s instigation. (3) The state- 
ments, which, as can be easily recognised by the crude 
manner of expression (“lying in the most contempt- 
ible way,”’ “lies thick as your fist,’ “ unparalleled 
impudence,”’) were drawn up by Sebastian Brunner, 
the publisher of the Wiener KircHEN-ZEITunc, are 
UNTRUE in substance, and Molitor’s statement is far 
more correct. 

1. The Israelite religious community in Vienna possesses 
the following holograph of Dr. med. Joh. Veith, 
University Professor, a piece of testimony notarially 
authenticated on 17th June, 1882, which has lain 
before me in the original: “ At the request of Herr L. 
A. Frankel, I declare that the article contained in the 
ILLUSTRIERTES ExTRABLATT of [5] June,* about a 
statement made at the end of a sermon by my late 
brother, Canon John Emanuel Veith, regarding the 


* [Zllustriertes Wiener Extrablatt, Vienna, Monday, 5th June, 1882, 
no. 153. This is the chief passage in the article, “ A timely remin- 
iscence’’ : “ It was on Ascension Day of that year [1840; accordingly 
on 28th May] when the famous pulpit-preacher spoke the following 
remarkable words at the end of his sermon, in the presence of thou- 
sands of pious Christians: ‘ You all know, my pious hearers, and 
those, who perhaps do not know it, may learn, that I was born a 
Jew, and, enlightened by the Grace of God, have become a Christian, 
further, I have given faithful expression to this conviction attained 
to by me in Christian mission, and on every occasion have given 
testimony for the truth’ . . . . And then the excellent 
man raised the crucifix, and went on in impassioned tones: ‘ And so 
T swear here, in the name of the triune God, whom we all acknow- 
ledge, before you and all the world, that the falsehood which has 
been disseminated by cruel cunning, to the effect that the Jews use 
the blood of a Christian in the celebration of their Easter festival 
(Pesach) 1s a malicious, blasphemous slander, and is contained 
neither in the books of the Old Testament, nor in the writings of 
the Talmud, which I know thoroughly and have zealously examined. 
So may God help me and be a merciful Saviour to me in my last 
hour!’ What a deep impression, what a thrilling effect this solemn 


testimony produced within and without the cathedral are 
indescribable.’’] 
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absolute untruth of the rumour of the Jewish custom 
at the Passover feast of using the blood of a Christian 
child was truly delivered by my late brother, accord- 
ing to my recollection. Vienna, on 12th June, 89. 
Prof. Veith, mp.’ (The uneven structure of the 
sentences, which is not strange in a man of advanced 
years, proves that Prof. Veith immediately and 
readily complied with the request for him to write 
down what he remembered, that therefore no attempt 
was perchance made to induce him to sign a declara- 
tion he had not himself written). 

The Israelite religious community in Vienna possesses the 
following writing, which Dr. Epuarp Karka, the 
celebrated barrister, addressed to Dr. Alois Miiller, 
the University Librarian at Graz, on 30 August, 
1883. (The original has lain before me pe 

“Tt is a NotoRIous fact, and therefore needs no proof, that 
Dr. Veith said in the [Viennese] City Church am 
Peter, before a congregation as crowded as usual 
[and one] of a most highly educated public, as was 
always the case, at the period when for the furst time 
for centuries the absurdity that the Jews used 
Christian blood at Easter again cropped up, and was 
being used as a pretext by the populace for plunder- 
ing the Jews: Dear Christians! I was myself born a 
Jew, and have a most thorough knowledge of their 
laws, and esteem myself happy to have become a 
Christian, but on my word of honour, and with the 
clearest conscience, I declare and eonfirm it to you 
that Judaism possesses no such law and no such in- 
terpretation of law, nor has ever followed such.’—I 
myself, who never omitted a sermon of Veith, was one 
of those who heard him say this. He always pub- 
lished his sermons systematically im book form; 
whether he included this episode in his next book I do 
not know. . . . So far as I am concerned, I do not go 
into the question of the Talmud and its interpreters, 
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because I donot possess the necessary knowledge for it, 
but I judge merely according to the course of history, 
and say: If the need of Christian blood were @ com- 
mand or a custom of Judaism, all orthodox Jews 
would be bound to know, and to practise it. How- 
ever, we hear of nothing of the kind either from 

Jerusalem nor from Poland, where the greatest 

Jewish fanatics live: only the poor, small ignorant 

community of Tisza-Eszlar is alleged to have been an 

exception. Why, Christian blood might be got from 

America, China, etc., and it would be a very costly 

article of traffic, of which nobody has ever heard.’’ 
So far Dr. Kafka. As the declaration of Veith was only 

an “episode,” it is quite natural that it was not re- 
produced in the collections of sermons, at least, as 
far as I have been able to ascertain. According to 
the three independent testimonies of Prof. Molitor, 

Prof. Veith, and Dr. Kafka is it nevertheless to be 

considered certain, that J. E. Veith publicly and 

solemnly spoke out against the blood-accusation. 

Dan. Chwolson (Prof. of Oriental Languages in St. 
Petersburg), “ Die Blutanklage und sonstige mittel- 
alterliche Beschuldigungen der Juden,”’ Frankfort 
a. M. 1901 (362). 

Christ. H. Kalkar, Dr. theol., Pastor (in Copen- 
hagen, ob. 1886), son of a distinguished Rabbi, in a 
declaration on 22nd October, 1882 (v. “Christliche 
Zeugnisse gegen die Blutbeschuldigung der Juden,” 
Be., 1882, 23 sq.). 

Alex. Mc.Caul, “Reasons,” 45 sq., 57 sq., pub- 
lished the following statement signed by 58 proselytes: 
“We, the undersigned, by nation Jews, and having 
lived to the years of maturity in the faith and prac- 
tice of modern Judaism, but now by the peace of God 
members of the Church of Christ, do solemnly protest 
that we have never directly nor indirectly heard of, 
much less known amongst the Jews, of the practice of 


ey 


—~y 
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killing Christians or using Christian blood, and that 

we believe this charge, so often brought against them 

formerly, and now lately revived, to be a foul and 

Satanic falsehood.’’—The first of the signatories, M. 

S. Alexander, at that time Professor of Hebrew and of 

Rabbinical Literature, was once Rabbi at Norwich 

and Plymouth, and became later Anglican Bishop of 

Jerusalem (d. 28 November, 1845). And also every 

one acquainted with the history of the mission to the 

Jews knows about most of the others, that they 

proved themselves upright Christians in their lives 

and teaching. 

A similar declaration (in the German language) 
was made on 16th November, 1899, by more than 
thirty Jewish Christians living in Jerusalem. It lies 
before me in two despatches attested by the English 
missionary, A. Hastings Kelk. The chief sentences 
trun: “As born Jews, who are intimate with all the 
ritual prescriptions, uses, and traditions of the Jews, 
and all Jewish sects, and as Christians who believe in 
Him who is the truth and the light, we hereby testify 
solemnly before the All-knowing Triune God, by the 
salvation of our souls and by our honour and con- 
science, that the accusation against the Jews in 
general or any Jewish sect whatever, that they are 
either compelled to use or have used at any time 
Christian blood or human blood for ritual purposes, is 
an absolutely mistaken, false calumny, lacking in all 
foundation, and is nothing but a calumny.” 

The signatures (I put them in alphabetical order) are: 
Lazar Abramovich, Samuel Alkalay, J. Th. Alta- 
resky, Samuel Amada (?), Hermann Azler, Vitale 
Behor, Salomon Beinisch, Simon Bortnikoff, Adolph 
Datzi, Joseph Datzi, Samuel Feldmann, John Morris 
Goldmann, Nathan Grossmann, J. Haddas, Bern- 
hard Heilpern, Lucas Huff, Peppi John Karp, 
Johannes Kroiter, Paul Leverioff, J. Lyons, Isidor 
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Metzger, M. Perahas, Jaca Perahia, P. Reinstein, 
Joseph J. Silbermann, Josef Stern, S. Wisemann, 
Franz Zimmermann, Hermann Zimmermann, jr. 


C. POPES. 


The peculiarly high position of the Popes justifies 
me in devoting a special section to them. The utter- 
ances of the Popes are the more significant, in that 
they shared the mistaken notions of their age in 
regard to magic, witchcraft, etc. (Cf. Graf von 
Heensbroech, “Das Papsttum in seiner sozial-kul 
turellen Wirksamkeit,’’ vol. i., L. 1900). The anony- 
mously published work, “Die Papstlichen Bullen 
uber die Blutbeschuldigung,’’ Be., 1893, and 
Munich (Aug. Schupp), 1900 (151), contains on pp. 
1-36 the Bulls of Innocent IV. of 28th May (2) and 5th 
July, 1247, and of 25th September, 1253; Gregory X.’s 
of 7th October, 1272, Martin V.’s of 20th February, 
1422; and Paul III.’s of 12th May, 1540; and further 
on pp. 37-133, the expert report of Lor. Ganganelli in 
1759 (infr. p. 259.).—Cf. also Moritz Stern, “ Urkund- 
liche Beitrage tber die Stellung der Papste zu den 
Juden,’’ 2 vols., Kiel, 1893, 95 (192 and 72 pp., unfor- 
tunately not completed). 

Besides the Bulls that expressly rebut the blood 
accusation, there is also importance in the numerous 
“Bulls of protection,’’ especially those in which the 
ritual of the Jews is also taken under protection. The 
oldest of the “Sicut Judaeis’’ Bulls that have been 
preserved is that of Alexander III. (1159-81) who ex- 
plicitly announces his intention of walking, in this 
respect, in the footsteps of his predecessors, Calixtus 
IT. (1119-24, and Eugene III. (1145-53) (Mansi, “ Con- 
ciliorum nova et amplissima collectio,’’ XXIT., 355 
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sq.; Stern, “Beitrage,’’ No. 171). Under threat of 
excommunication, he forbids forcing Jews to be 
baptized, killing or wounding them without judicial 
trial, robbing them of their money, disturbing* them 
in the celebration of their festivals with cudgels or 
stone-throwing, or damaging their churchyards. 
Clement III., 1187-91 (Stern, No. 172), Coelestinus 
III., 1191-8 (No. 178), Innocent III., 1198-1216 (No. 
174), Honorius III. 1216-27 (No. 178), Gregory IX., 
1227-41 (No. 195), Innocent IV., 1243-54 (Nos. 204, 208, 
212), Urban IV., 1261-4, Gregory X. (10th September 
1274: Cf. Potthast, “Regesta Romanorum Pontifi- 
cum,” 20915), Nicholas III., 1277-80; Honorius IV., 
1285-7; Nicholas IV., 1288-92; Clement VI., 1342-52 
(4th July, 1348); Urban V., 1362-70 (7th July, 1365); 
Boniface IX., 1389-1404 (2nd July, 1389); Martin V., 
1417-31 (Stern, No. 11); Eugene IV., 1481-47 (No. 34), 
renewed this Bull. 

Among other Bulls of protection that belong here 
let the following be mentioned. On 6th April, 1233, 
Gregory IX. commanded the Archbishops and 
Bishops of France to take care that the Jews should 
not be maltreated, despoiled, or banished without 
proper reason or proved guilt, but they should be let 
live according to their Law in the customary way 
(“secundum legem suam vivere in solito statu permit- 
tant.’”’) He closes with words worth taking to heart: 
“The same kindness, however, should be shown Jews 
by Christians as we wish should be shown to 
Christians living amongst the heathens’”’ (Stern, No. 
192).+ In two Bulls of 5th September, 1236, the same 
Pope demands that compensation be given the perse- 
cuted and plundered Jews of France (Nos. 196, 197).— 


* “ Praesertim in festivitatum suarum celebratione quisquam fustibus 
vel lapidibus nullatenus perturbet.’’ 

+“Est autem Judeis a Christianis exhibenda benignitas, quam 
Christianis in paganismo existentibus cupimus exhiberi.’’ 


ru CONTE enn any emer meme 
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Martin V., 1417-31, confirmed on 12th February, 1418, 
the privileges and marks of favour (No. 9) granted by 
previous Popes to all Jews in Germany, Savoy, and 

Bresse, and explains this on 22nd February amongst 

other things by the sentence, that they should be 

troubled by nobody in their synagogues, festivals, 
houses, books, churchyards, property, on account of 
their observance of the law (“propter eorum obser- 

vantiam legis a nemine valeant aggravari,’’ No. 10). 

Confirmation of the privileges on 1st January, 1421, 

occasioned by the complaints of some Austrian and 

Venetian Jews (No. 16). On 13th February, 1429, the 

Dominican friars are forbidden to incite the populace 

in Italy against the Jews; the Jews are, in particular, 

not to be compelled to work on Sabbaths and other 
days on which they are accustomed to practise their 
ceremonies and laws, and they must not be prevented 
by a far-fetched pretext from observing their cere- 
monies, rites, laws, and ordinances, and rejoicing in 
them (“quominus eorum ceremonias, ritus, leges, et 
statuta observare illisque uti et gaudere valeant,’’ No. 

31). This prohibition was repeated, in great part 

verbatim (v. infr. p. 257 sq.), by Nicholas V., on 2nd 

November, 1447.—Julius ITI, 1550-5, expressly men- 

tions in his confirmation of the privileges of the Jews 

at Ancona the liberty to live according to their ritual 

(“ritu vivendi,’’ No. 106). 

Pius IT., 1458-64, wrote, shortly before his elevation to 
the Papacy, whilst he was Enea Silvio de’ Picecolo- 
mint, the history of Bohemia. In that book he 
expresses himself about the persecution of the Jews, 
which took place in Prague in 1389, as follows 
“ Historia Bohemica,’’ Ch. 34; Works, Helmstadt, 
1699, 48: “Inter haee Pragenses populart tumultu 
incitati atque in furorem acti Judacorum domus in- 
vadunt, bona eorum diriptunt, domos incendunt atque 
inter duas horas non sexui non aetatt parcentes 


CONTRADICTIONS 253 


infelicem gentem gladio caedunt. Pertisse aliquot 
milia feruntur, servati complurimi infantes misert- 
cordia bonorum civium baptismi gratiam acceperunt. 
CALAMITOSUM GENUS HOMINUM Judaet inter Christia- 
nos agentes, qui ubi paululum abundare creduntur 
mox, tamguam Jesu Christi Det nostri majestatem 
contempserunt aut religiont illuserunt, non fortunas 
tantum sed vitam quoque amittunt. Impune apud 
Pragenses FLAGITIUM fuit, tum quia populr haud 
facile corriguntur scelera, tum quia Venceslaus 
desidia corruptus praesenti rerum statu contentus 
neque praeterita corrigere neque futura curavit. 
Fuit enim Venceslaus longe patri absimilis, volup- 
tatum sequax ac laboribus refugiens, vint prorsus 
quam regni curiosior.’* 
Bulls printed directly against the “blood-charge.”’ 
Innocent IV. The two Bulls of 28th May, 1247, 
resulting from the “ Valréas case’’ (v. supr. pp. 179 
sq.) are printed: Bulls 2-9; Stern, Nos. 206, 207. The 
Bull of 5th July is represented by: Bulls 10-13; Stern, 
No. 210; the single despatch of 18th August for 
Vienne, Stern, No. 211. The beginning of this 
original document of 5 July, 1247, repeats in detail 
the complaint of the Jews, “that certain spiritual and 
temporal princes, in order unjustly to appropriate 
their belongings, are meditating godless attacks on 
them, and inventing manifold occasions..... 
Although the Holy Scriptures say, ‘Thou shalt not 
kill,’ and forbids them to touch anything dead at their 
Passover festival, they are falsely accused of dividing 
among themselves, precisely at the Passover festival, 
the heart of a murdered boy..... And they are 


* About this persecution, Cf. F. Palacky, “ Geschichte von Béhmen,”’ 
Ill., 54; Pelzel, “ Lebensgeschichte Wenzel’s I.’’ 214 sq. ; Gritz, 
“Gesch. der Juden?,’’ VIII., 50, and the “Passio Judeorum Pragen- 
sium secundum Johannem Rusticum Quadratum,’’ published by 
Tomek, in “Sitzungsberichte der Kgl. Béhm. Gesellschaft der Wis- 
senschaften,’’ 1877 [Prague, 1878]. 
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malevolently charged with murder, when a déad boy 
is found anywhere.’ The judgment then runs: “We 
do not wish the aforesaid Jews to be unjustly tor- 
mented (‘injuste vexari,’) and therefore command 
you, that showing yourselves kindly and affable to 
them, you restore legal conditions whenever any 
thoughtless action has been taken against the Jews by 
the aforesaid prelates, nobles, and magnates, and do 
not tolerate that the Jews should be further unduly 
molested (‘ indebite molestari’) on account of these or 
similar points.’’—Several persons have inferred from 
the words “injuste ’’ and “indebite ”’ that this Pope 
did not discountenance the blood-accusation in itself, 
but only when it was unjustified, and made without 
proof. This conclusion, however, is shown to be 
false, firstly, by the context of the three Bulls sent to 
France in 1247, secondly, by the despatch at least 
three times of a “Sicut Judacis”’ Bull, thirdly 
by the Bull of the same Pope of 25th September, 1253, 
v. Rossler, “Deutsche Rechtsdenkmiler aus Bbhmen 
undMahren,”’ I. (Prague, 1845), 178 sq.; Bulls 14-17; 
Stern, No. 212. The chief sentence of the Bull of Sep- 
tember, 1258, runs: ; 
“Ad haec malorum hominum pravitati [et|* avaritiae 
obviantes decrevimus ut nemo cimiterium J udaeorum 
inutilitare vel minuere audeat seu obtentu pecuniae 
corpora humata effodere, NEC ETIAM ALIQUIS EIS 
OBIICIAT, QUOD IN RITU SUO HUMANO UTANTUR 
SANGUINE, cum tamen in veteri testamento praecep- 
tum sit eis, ut de humano sanguine taceamus, quod 
quolibet sanguine non utantur, cum apud Fuldam [o. 
supr. p. 178 sq.jet in pluribus alits locis propter 
hujusmodi suspicionem multi Judaei sint occist, 
quod auctoritate praesentium, ne deinde fiat, distric- 
tius inhibemus.”’ 


* “ Et”? is wanting in the MS. 
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The attitude of Innocent IV. deserves the more 
consideration, because that Pope was by no means 
well-disposed towards the Jews, Cf. his ordinances of 
23rd October, 1245, on the imposition of the Jewish 
mark, and 7th July, 1248, about the burning of the 
Talmud, dated 8th May, 1244, and the Bull of 5th 
January, 1245, directed against the Jews. 

Gregory X., 1271-6. Dr. Moritz Stern was, so far 
as I know, the first to call attention to his Bull of 7th 
October, 1272. I owe my knowledge of its wording to 
the courtesy of Prof. M. Flunk, 8.J., of Innsbruck 
(now also in Stern, “ Beitrige,’’ No.1; Bulls 18-28). 
The original document, preserved in a 15th century 
copy, is at the present moment in the Government 
archives at Innsbruck; in the margin are three notes 
by the hand of Bishop Hinderbach, well-known 
through the proceedings in respect to Simon of Trent 
(v. supr. p. 193). The substance of the older Bulls of 
protection is renewed at the beginning and end; be- 
tween them occurs the following pronouncement: 

“ Statuimus eciam, ut testimonium Christianorum contra 
Judeos non valeat, nisi sit Judeus aliquis inter eos 
Christianos ad testimonium* perhibendum, cum 
Judei non possint contra Christianos+ testimoniwm 
perhibere, quia contingit interdum, quod aliqui 
Christiani perdunt eorum pueros christianos et im- 
pingitur in Judeos ipsos per inimicos eorum, ut 
pueros ipsos christianos furtim subtrahant et occi- 
dant,. et quod de corde et sanguine sacrificent 
corundem, ac PATRES EORUNDEM PUERORUM VEL 
CHRISTIANI ALII JUDEORUM IPSORUM EMULI CLAM 
ABSCONDUNT IPSOS PUEROS, UT POSSINT JUDEOS IPSOS 
OFFENDERE et pro eorum vexacionibus redimendis 


* Hinderbach says indignantly in the margin: “Istud videtur esse 
iniquum et non servatum.’’ 
The manuscript has “Judeos’’ ; Hinderbach correctly: “Christianos 
vult dicere, ut credimus.’’ 
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possint a Judeis ipsis extorquere aliquam pecunte 

quantitatem ASSERANTQUE FALSISSIME, QUOD JUDEI 

IPSI PUEROS 7psos clam et furtim SUBTRAXERUNT ET 

OCCIDERUNT ET QUOD JUDEI EX CORDE ET SAN- 

GUINE EORUM SACRIFICENT PUERORUM, cum lex eorum 

hoc precise inhibeat et expresse, quod Judei tpst 

tangant* non sacrificent, non comedant sanguinem 
neque bibant nec eciam comedant de carnibus ani- 
malium habentium ungues scissas, et hoc per Judeos 
ad christianam fidem conversos in nostra curia 
pluries probatum, HAC OCCASIONE HUIUSMODI JUDEI 

PLURIMI PLURIES CONTRA IUSTITIAM CAPTI FUERUNT ET 

DETENTI. STATUIMUS, quod Christiani in casu [et]t 

huiusmodi occasione contra Judeos audiri non 

debeant et mandamus, Quop JUDEI CAPTI HUIUSMODI 

OCCASIONE FRIVOLA A CARCERE LIBERENTUR NEC 

DEINCEPS HUIUSMODI OCCASIONE FRIVOLA CAPIANTUR, 

nisi forte, guod non eredimus,{ in flagranti crimine 

caperentur, . . ...?? 

The Bull issued by. Martin V., 1417-31, on 20th 
February, 1422, repeats much out of the old protective 
Bulls, to which reference is expressly made at the 
beginning. Here the following may find room, 
according to the “Analecta juris pontificii,’? XIT. 
(1873), column 387 sq. (now also in Bulls 24-9, Stern, 
No. 21): 

“Sane querelam quorundam Judaeorum nuper accepimus 
continentem quod nonnulli praedicatores verbi Dei 
tam mendicantium ordinum quam aliorum ad popu- 
lum praedicantes inter alia Christianis exhibent per 
expressum (praeceptum) ut fugiant et evitent con- 
sortia Judacorum nec cum eis quoquo modo partici- 
pent nec coquere aut ignem vel aliquid ad laborandum 
ministrare seu ab illis recipere seu Judaeorum pueros 


* Dele “tangant,”’ or read “non tangant.’’ 
+ The word “et’’ is wanting in the manuscript. 
Tt Hinderbach: “ Prout est compertum hic in civitate Tridentina.’’ 
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lactare et alere audeant vel praesumant quodque faci- 
entes contra sint jure ipso gravibus excommunica- 
tionis sententiis et censuris ecclesiasticis innodatt. 
Propter quae nonnunquam inter eos et Christianos 
dissensiones et scandala oriuntur daturque materia 
ipsis Judaeis, qui forte ad christianam fidem conver- 
terentur, si pie et humane tractarentur, in eorundem 
perfidia perdurandi. Nonnumquam etiam plurimi 
Christiani, ut dictos Judaeos redimi facere et eos 
bonis et substantiis spoliare et lapidibus caedere 
possint, FICTIS OCCASIONIBUS ET COLORIBUS ASSERUNT 
mortalitatum et aliarum calamitatum temporibus 
JUDAEOS ipsos VENENUM IN FONTIBUS INJECISSE ET 
corum AZYMIS HUMANUM SANGUINEM IMMISCUISSE; 0b 
quae scelera eis sic INJUSTE objecta talia asserunt ad 
perniciem hominum pervenire. Ex quibus occasiont- 
bus populi commoventur contra Judaeos wpsosque 
caedunt et variis persecutionibus et maleficiis affi- 
ciunt et affligunt.”’ 

Nicholas V., 1447-55, in consequence of a com- 
plaint of the Jews in Spain, repeated on 2nd 
November, 1447, the substance of the old Bull “Sicut 
Judaeis,’’ and added: “In order to make the Jews 
more readily hateful to the Christians, some persons 
have presumed, and daily presume to assert falsely, 
and persuade Christians, that the Jews are unable to 
celebrate and do not celebrate certain festivals with- 
out the liver and heart of a Christian. . . . We forbid 
in the strictest way by this permanent and immutable 
ordinance. . . . all believers in Christ, in the future, 
either themselves or through others, publicly or 
privately, directly or indirectly, to take such action 
against the Jews or against any one of them.’’* The 
*“Nonnulli . . . . . ut facilius Judeos ipsos ad Christian- 

orum odium deducere possint, eisdem Christianis quod dicti J udei 
aliquas festivitates absque iecore seu corde alicujus Christiani cele- 
brare nequeunt neque celebrant falso asscrere illisque persuadere 


presumpserunt et dietim presumunt.’’ 
R 
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prohibitions issued by Martin V. on 13th February, 

1429, are then repeated (v. supr. p. 252 sq.). The 

wording of this Bull was first made public in the 

Israelitische Monatschrift, 1893, No. 6 sq. (supplement 

to the Jid. Presse, 1893, Nos. 22, 77), “ Regest,’’ Stern, 

No. 39. 

Paul ITI., 1534-49, says in the protective Bull of 
12th May, 1540, in which he alludes to Martin V., and 
many other predecessors, and confirms and declares 
permanent all the privileges granted to the Jews (v. 
Bulls 30-36. In the Evangel. Kirchen-Zeitung, 1900, 
No. 50, the wording is copied from the draft preserved 
in the Vatican archives): 

“Sane universorum Judeorum in partibus istis com- 
morantium conquestionem displicenter accepimus, 
quod a nonnullis annis citra certi oppidorum domini 
ac nonnulle universitates et alii potentiores quidam in 
eisdem partibus degentes ‘emuli capitalesque ut 
ajunt eorundem Judeorum inimici odio et invidia 
aut quod verisimilius videtur AVARICIA OBCECATI UT 
IPSORUM HEBRAEORUM BONA CUM ALIQUO COLORE 
USURPARE VALEANT, QUOD PARVULOS INFANTES OCCI- 
DUNT UT EORUM SANGUINEM BIBANT ET ALIA VARIA ET 
DIVERSA ENORMIA CRIMINA praesertim contra dictam 
fidem nostram tendentia eis FALSO IMPINGUNT sicque 
conantur simplicium Christianorum animos contra 
eos irritare, quo fit ut saepe non solum bonis sed 
propria vita injuste priventur.’’ 

Clement XIII., 1758-69, the “ unchangeable friend 
of the Jesuits,’’ spoke out twice, 9th F ebruary, 1760, 
and 21st March, 1763, against the blood-accusation 
(Bulls 144-151). On the former date he made 
Cardinal Corsini write to the Nuncio of the Apostolic 
See in Warsaw: “The Jews have often been accused 
of murder because of the ill-founded popular convic- 
tion (‘sulla mal fondata persuazione del volgo,’) that 


remain a naneee 
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they mix human blood, especially that of Christians, 
in the dough of the unleavened loaves.”’ 

Lorenzo Ganganelli (as Pope Clement XIV., 
1769-74), when he was adviser to the Holy Office in 


#Rome, had, as the result of a petition by a Jew, Jacob 


Selek, to express himself professionally about the 
“blood-accusations.’’ It is true he holds two cases of 
murder from hatred of the Christian faith to be his- 
torical (Simon of Trent, 1475, and Andreas, of Rinn, 
1462, v. supr. pp. 193 sq., 191 sq.), but states that no 
general conclusion can be drawn from_ these 
particular cases, and very decisively opposes the 
assertion of the use of Christian blood for Jewish 
ritual purposes. He makes the excellent point that 
no single Pope has regarded the “blood-accusation ”’ 
as justified. This fact seems to me significant because 
not a few Popes, in the matter of belief in witches, were 
not superior to the delusions of their contemporaries, 
e.g. the five Popes between 1484 and 1523: Innocent 
VIII., Alexander VI., Julius II., Leo X., Adrian VI. 
The original Italian text of the report, which was com- 
pleted in 1759, was first published by Is. Lous in the 
“Revue pes Erupes surves,”’ XVIII. (Paris, 1889), 
185-211. A German translation was first given by 
A. Berner, “Gutachten Ganganelli’s—Clemens 
XAIV.—in Angelegenheit der Blutbeschuldigung der 
Juden,’’ Berlin, 1888 (48). M. Stern discovered a 
better copy at Mantua, and at Verona the supple- 
ments as well, which till then were not known, and in 
1893 he published tt all, with valuable notes and a new 
translation, in “Die Pépstlichen Bullen uber die 
Bluibeschuldigung,’’ Be., 1893, and Munich (Aug. 
Schupp), 1900, 37-143. 
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D. TEMPORAL PRINCES. 


German Emperors, too, have declared themselves 
against the “ blood-accusation,’’ as well as Bohemian, 
Polish, Silesian, French, English, Italian, Hun- 
garian, Russian, Turkish, and other rulers. I 
consider these declarations extremely significant; for 
nothing was easier then, by stating this accusation, 
to inaugurate persecutions of the Jews and lucrative 
confiscations of Jewish property. So I give here at 
any rate a selection, referring the reader for yet 
further material to H. Hildesheimer’s essay in the Jiid. 
Presse, 1892, Nos. 16-19, 21. 

1. German Rulers. Emperor Frederick da av. 
supr. p. 239 sq. 

Rudolph I. of Habsburg, 1273-91, confirmed on 4th 
July, 1275, the Bull of Innocent IV. of 5th J uly, 1247, 
and its renewal by Gregory X. on 7th July, 1274, v. 
Ennen and Eckertz, “ Quellen zur Geschichte der Stadt 
Koln,’’ IIT. (Cologne, 1867), No. 107. He added that 
Jews must and should altogether only be punished for 
a charge of the kind, if they are convicted by the legal 
evidence of Jews and Christians.* Rudolph’s decrees 
in connection with the “good Werner” are in har- 
mony with this, v. supr. p. 184. 

Frederick ITI., 1440-93, owing to the Endingen 
trial, forbade in 1470 the accusation that Jews must 
have Christian blood, v. J. Ch. Wagenseil, “ Widerle- 
gung,”’ L., 1705, 169-72; J. Kracauer, “L’affaire des. 
Juifs d’Endingen de 1470,’ in “Revue des Etudes 
juives,”’ xvi (Paris, 1888), 236-45. 

Charles V., 1519-56. In the edict issued at Speyer 
on 8rd April, 1544, it is stated (Limnaeus, “ Juris 


* “Adicimus ut nulla omnino causa dampnari possint vel debeant, nisi 


legitimo Judeorum et Christianorum testimonio convincantur.’’ Cf. 
the Jewish ordinance of Ottokar II. of Bohemia, infr. p. 262. 
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publici Imperii Romano-Germanici, Vol. I., addi- 
tiones al libr. III., cap. 2;’’ Jéid. Presse, 1892, No. 17): 
“ After the Jewish community inform us how that they are 
frequently accused by their adversaries that they must 
have Christian blood for their needs, and are there- 
fore said for their purposes to procure it from 
Christian beings, not (being accused) because of 
public or known deeds, or because of sufficient proof 
and information, but because of imaginary causes 
and suspicions, on the mere charge of their haters 
(not considering that our Holy Fathers, the Popes, 
have made declarations about this, and have forbid- 
den it to be believed, and likewise our dear lord and 
ancestor, the Empreror Frederick, of most famous 
memory, in consequence of such Papal declaration, 
despatched grave letters of instruction to all ranks 
of the Holy Empire, addressing some of them in par- 
ticular command that they should abstain from such 
actions, also prevent others from doing them, and not 
allow such things, but gravely commanded that, where 
such things happened the same should be communicated 
to His Majesty as supreme lord and judge, to whom 
the Jewish community are directly attached. Also, 
again, that the liberties and ancient traditions of the 
Jews are in the highest degree oppressed; they are 
imprisoned, tortured, brought from life to death, and 
their goods and property are ravished from them by 
force, and yet we learn from such Papal declarations, 
and the decrees pronounced by our ancestor, the late 
Emperor Frederick, so much information that such 
treatment must not be accorded to the Jews ; therefore, 
and also because of other causes and motives, we resolve 
and will that in future no one, whatsoever his stand- 
ing be, shall commit such actions against any Jew or 
Jewess, and without previous sufficient information 
or proof of credible witnesses, or discovery of the 
deed, punish and torture them, or sentence them from 
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life to death; but when such complaint or conduct 

occurs the same must be communicated first of all to 

us or our posterity, Roman Emperors and Kings, as 
the supreme authority over the Jewish community in 
the Empire, and must there await decision.’’ 

This document was renewed by Maximilian II. 
(8th March, 1566), Rudolph II. (15th June, 1577), 
Matthias (13th November, 1612), Ferdinand IT. 2nd 
March, 1621), Ferdinand III. (12th J anuary, 1645), 
Leopold I. (22nd September, 1665). 

2. Bohemia. Ottokar II., the rival of Rudolph 
of Habsburg, issued on 29th March, 1254, a decree 
about the Jews, whose 31st article runs: 

“In accordance with the ordinances of the Pope [Innocent 
IV., Bull of 25th September, 1253, v. supr. p. 258 sq.| 
in the name of our Holy Father, we most strictly pro- 
hibit that Jews dwelling in our dominions should fur- 
ther be accused of using human blood, since, according 
to the prescription of their law, all Jews must abso- 
lutely refrain from any blood whatever. When, how- 
ever, a Jew is accused by a Christian of the murder of 
a Christian child, he must be convicted by three Chris- 
tians and an equal number of Jews; and after he has 
been convicted, the Jew in question must himself be 
punished, and then only with the punishment estab- 
lished for the crime committed. But af the aforesaid 
witnesses do not convict him, and his innocence comes 
to light, the punishment shall deservedly be meted out 
to the Christian which the Jew would have had to 
suffer.’’* 


* “Item iuxta constitutiones Pape in nomine sancti Patris nostri 
districtius prohibemus, ne de cetero Judaei singuli in nostro dominio 
constituti culpari debeant, quod humano utantur sanguine, cum 
iuxta preceptum legis ab omni prorsus sanguine se Judaei contin- 
eant universi, Sed si aliquis Judaeus de occisione alicuius pueri 
christiani per Christianum fuerit inculpatus, tribus Christianis et 
totidem Judacis convinci debet; et postquam convictus fuerit, tune 
ipse Judaeus tantummodo poena, quae sequitur, puniatur crimine 
pro commisso. Si vero ipsum testes supradicti [non convincant] et 
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The main sentence of this decree (up to “any 
blood whatever,’’) was renewed on 23rd August, 1268. 
Wencelaus II. confirmed this briefer version about 
1300: John of Luxemburg, Charles I., on 30th Sep- 
tember, 1356 (as German Emperor Charles IV.), and 
Wladislaw IV., on 14th May, 1454, renewed the ver- 
sion of 1254. 

3. Poland. Boleslaus V. Pius, Duke of Kalisch, 
repeated verbatim the 31st article of Ottokar’s J ewish 
decree in the “ Privilegium libertatis,’’ issued in 1264 
for the Jews of Great Poland. Renewal by Casimir 
III. the Great on 9th October, 1334. Casimir IV. on 
14th August, 1453, added to it, that, if a Christian in 
his audacity accused a Jew of the use of Christian 
blood, he must prove the charge by three trustworthy 
Jewish witnesses living in the kingdom [and four 
Christians of the same kind (thus the Codex Bandtki- 
anus)|. If nobles or burghers do violence to Jews in 
such matter, their property shall be sequestrated, the 
omission of the death penalty depend on especial 
royal mercy. Confirmation of this severer version by 
eleven later kings, e.g. by Stephen Bathory on 5th 
July, 1576, and the last King of Poland, Stanislaus 
Augustus, on 24th April, 1765. Cf. Bandtkie, “ Jus 
Polonicum,’? Warsaw, 1831; Tugendhold, “Wahn,”’ 
57-9: H. Sternberg, “ Geschichte der Juden in Polen 
unter den Piasten und Jagiellonen,’’ L., 1878 (191). 


4. Suxusta. Of the ancient Jewish “Privilegia,”’ that of Duke 
Henry III. of Glogau, in 1299, and thatof Duke Bolko II. of 
Schweidnitz, on 6th December, 1328, are preserved (reproduced. 
in Sommersberg, ‘Silesiorum rei historicae et genealogicae 
accessiones,’’ L.., 1732, 105 sq. and 91 sq.); they are derived 
from the protective letters of Henry IV. and Henry V. of Bres- 


sua innocentia expurgabit, poenam Christianus, quam Judaeus pati 
debuerat, non immerito sustinebit.’’ Cf. Réssler, ‘ Deutsche 
Rechtsdenkmaler aus Béhmen und Mihren”’ I. (Prague 1845), 180 
sq.; H. Jirecek, “ Codex juris Bohemiae ”’ I. (Prague 1867), 134; 
J. Emler, “Regesta diplomatica nec non epistolaria Bohemiae et 
Moraviae,’’ Part I1., 9 (Prague 1882), no. 17. 
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lau, the latter from the Jew ordinance of Ottokar IV. 
of Bohemia, using at the same time the penal ordinances in 
Boleslaus V.’s “Privilegium ’’ (v, M. Brann, “Geschichte der 
Juden in Schlesien I.”’ Supplement I, in the Jauressericat 
DES JUDISCH-THEOLOG. SEMINARS IN BRESLAU, 1896). 

5. France. Philip IV., the Fair, 1285-1314, was 
certainly very hostile to the Jews, but did not con- 
sider the blood-charge had any foundation. For, 
three weeks after thirteen Jews had been burnt, on 
24th April, 1288, by the Inquisition at Troyes, 
in Champagne, owing to the alleged murder 
of a Christian, he prohibited the persons of the Order 
in the strictest way from arresting Jews without previ- 
ous information to the judicial authorities. Cf. 4. Dar- 
mesteter, “ Deux élégies du Vatican,” in “ Romania,”’ 
TIT. (1874), 443-86, and “L’autodafé de Troyes,’’ in 
“Revue des Etudes juives,’’ II. (1881), 199-247: 
S. Salfeld, 162 sq. Moreover, in the edict of 2ist 
January, 1306, by which he ordered the expulsion of 
all Jews from France, neither the murder of 
Christians nor the use of blood is given as a reason. 

Louis XIV. decreed, in consequence of the pro- 
ceedings against Raphael Levi (Glatigny, between 
Metz and Boulay), who had been burnt January, 
1670, that such charges against Jews should always 
be submitted to the King’s High Council, v. Grdiz, 
“Geschichte,’’? X., 271, 

6. England. Henry III., 1216-72, said in answer 
to the request of the German Emperor Frederick II., 
to send him some proselytes for the purpose of testing 
thoroughly the blood-accusation (Cf. supr. p. 260): he 
would gladly send two of his most trustworthy con- 
verts (“duo de discretioribus neophytis qui reperiri 
potuerunt in regno nostro,’’) but a case like that of 
Fulda was unheard of in England (“casum a nobis 
inauditum.”’) Cf. Huillard-Bréholles, “ Historia dip- 
lomatica Friderici IT.” (Paris, 1852), IV., 809. 

7. Italy. The documentary record of Count 
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Edward of Savoy of 20th July, 1329 (Cf. supr. p. 190 
sq.) was first called attention to in Germany by H. 
Hildesheimer (Jiid. Presse, 1892, No. 18, p. 211); the 
complete wording is to be seen in M. Stern, “ Bei- 
triage,’ I., No.2. The Jews are not only declared not 
guilty of the employment of human blood for ritual 
objects in the particular case, but also in general; for 
the corroboration of this judgment reference is made 
also to the Bulls of Innocent IV., of 5th July, 1247, 


‘and Gregory X., of 7th October, 1272. 


Decree of the Doge of Venice, Petrus Mocenigo, 22nd April, 1475; 
decree of the Dukes of Milan, Bona and Johannes Galleazzo 
Sforza, 19th May, 1479; judgment of the Podesta of Verona, 
Justinian Contareno, 28th February, 1603; prohibition of the 
Duke of Mantua and Montferrat, 26th July, 1603; decree of 
the Senate of Venice, 8th April, 1705; v. Guiprerti, “Pro 
Judaeis’’ ; Jup. Pressz, 1892, No. 18, p. 211 sq., and No. 19, 
pp. 224-6 ; GancaNELLI (ed, Stern), 96-100. 


8. Hungary. The Royal Constitution of 1791 
says in article 38: “The Royal Government has. . . 
to enjoin it upon all the counties, that a point should 
be made of extirpating from the minds of the people 
the prejudice that human blood is sacrificed at the 
religious service of the Jews, in the way best suited to 
local circumstances. . . . and of teaching the people 
that this revolting offence . .. . is contrary to the 
Mosaic law; consequently, in the case of a murder, 
which has been committed by some Jew or other, 
even if it was shown that it was committed from 
superstitious intention, it could with as little justice 
be imputed to the whole Jewish religion, as the whole 
of Christendom could not be accused on account of 
such cases, when they happen among Christians. 
(Jiid. Presse, 1892, No. 19, p. 226, following Wert- 
heimer’s Jahrbuch fiir Israeliten, Vienna, 1862, 37 sq.) 

9. Russia. At the behest of the Emperor Alex- 
ander I., Prince Alexander Galizyn, Head of the 
Department of the Religious Affairs of Foreign Con- 
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fessions in Russia, sent an edict to the Governor of 
Grodno, in which it is stated: “On the ground of the 
suspicion that they use Christian blood for their 
Pesach (Passover) cakes, the Jews, at the time of the 
Polish Dominion, were repeatedly accused of the 
murder of Christian children. Investigations have 
not corroborated the charge... . In consequence of 
accusations, which are now being raised against the 
Jews in some formerly Polish, now Russian, Govern- 
ments, that murders of Christian children have 
happened for this object, and considering that such 
accusations have already been refuted before by 
unbiassed investigations and Royal decrees, His 
Imperial Majesty is pleased to command me to make 
known to all Governors as his will: that the Jews 
must no longer be accused without proofs, and merely 
owing to prejudice, of wanting Christian blood; 
should, however, a murder occur, and suspicion fall 
on Jews, apart from the prejudice that they employ 
Christian blood for ritual purposes, the inquiry must 
take place on a legal basis according to the same 
ordinances as hold good for persons belonging to 
other beliefs when they are charged with murder.”’ 
6th March, 1817. (Tugendhold, 89 8q.; J. B. Levinstein, 
“ Blutliige,’’ 101 sq.) 

10. Turkey. Sultan Soliman IL. (1520-66), in 
consequence of an accusation, admitted to be false, 
gave orders that henceforth any accusation that the 
Jews use blood for their mazzoth should not be tried 
before any J udge, but before the Divan (i.e. the Sultan 
himself). 

Abdul Medjid issued on 6th N ovember, 1840, the 
following firman: “An ancient prejudice has pre- 
vailed against the Jews. Ignorant people believed 
the Jews were accustomed to sacrifice a human being 
in order to employ the blood in the celebration of their 
Passover. Owing to this prejudice, the Jews of 
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Damascus [v. supr. p. 207] and Rhodes. . . . have 
been persecuted... . The charges levelled against 
them and their religion are sheer calumnies. . . . We 


forbid that the Jewish nation, whose innocence has 
been acknowledged, should be disturbed or tortured 
on account of a baseless accusation of the kind; rather 
should . . . indivduals of that religion enjoy equal 
rights with all the members of other nations subject 
to our power.”’ (Jid. Presse, 1892, No. 19, p. 227). 


E. OTHER BORN-CHRISTIANS (SCHOLARS 
AND ECCLESIASTICS). 


Andreas Osiander[aclergyman in N uremberg]“ Ob 
es war und glaublich sey, dass die Juden der Christen 
Kinder heymlich erwiirgen und ir blut gebrauchen 
[appeared anonymously 1540, caused by the Pésing 
case in 1529, v. supr. p. 204 sq.}] “Andreas Osianders 
Schrift tiber die Blutbeschuldigung, wieder aufgefun- 
den, im Neudruck herausgegeben und erlautert von 
Moritz Stern,’’ Kiel, 1900 (66). 

The General of Dominicans, John Baptist de 
Marinis writes from Rome on 9th February, 1664, to 
the Provincial of the Order at Cracow, in order to 
protect the Jews against the charge of employing 
Christian blood for their unleavened bread: 


Moved by just sympathy, we enjoin on your Reverence that you and 
yours should come to the help of so unhappy a people against 
all slanders. . . . Especially may Your Reverence com- 
mand all preachers of the Divine Word to admonish the people 
not to persecute this unfortunate people by unallowable hatred, 
false accusations, fictitious Tumours, and thereby to insult God, 
who is our and their (the J ews’) Legislator, by foolishly thinking 
thereby to show the Supreme Being welcome obedience, 
although the Christian law and natural ethics teach otherwise. 
riers We trust to your insight . . . that the Jews shall 
learn by your action that we do not desire their destruction, but 
their salvation.’’ 


Johann Christoph Wagenseil, 1633-1705, Professor 
of Jurisprudence and Oriental languages at Altdorf, 
near Nuremberg, a thorough scholar in Jewish 


EE 


Se 
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writings and customs, who published several works 
written by Jews against Christianity under the title 
“Tela ignea satanae ’’ (Altdorf, 1681), and therefore 
cannot be reproached with partisanship in favour of 
the Jews, wrote a book whose title runs: “ Der Denen 
Juden falschlich beygemessene Gebrauch des Chris- 
ten-Bluts. Das ist Unwidersprechliche Widerlegung 
der entsetzlichen Unwarheit, Dass die Juden zu ihrer 
Bediirffnis Christen-Blut haben miissen, Welche so 
viel tausend dieser unschuldigen Leute um Haab, 
Gut, Leib und Leben gebracht’’ (in W.’s “ Benach- 
tichtigungen Wegen einiger die Judenschafit 
angehenden wichtigen Sachen,’’ ist Part, L., 1705, 
126-206; also in “Hofnung der Erlésung Israelis, 
editio altera,’’ Nuremberg and Altdorf, 1707. Supple- 
ment, 45-140). 

Johann J. Schudt, who was far from friendly dis- 
posed to the Jews, co-Rector of the Gymnasium at 
Frankfort a. M., in several passages of his thick 
volumes, “Jiidische Merckwiirdigkeiten,’’ Frankfort 
and L., 1714 sq., e.g. Bk. VI. Ch. 36,§ 4, decisively 
declared the assertion false that Christian blood is 
required for any object of the Jewish ritual. 

The professional opinion of the Theological Faculty 
at Leipsic, of 8th May, 1714 (author G. Olearius), is 
printed in Ch. F. Bérner’s “ Auserlesene Bedenken 
der theologischen Facultét zu Leipzig,” L., 1751, 
613-22, also in Lowenstein’s “ Damascia,’’? 352-62. 


F. Hasenpaver, 1736 (v. supr. p. 152): “Since I, the undersigned, 
have been entreated by Jonathan Eybeschiitz, the Jewish 
preacher of Prague, in the name of the whole Jewish com- 
munity, to give an answer in the form of testimony to the 
question: Whether the Jews have need of Christian_ blood 
according to their Talmud and Rabbinical customs? I here- 
with declare that I have found neither in any of the Jewish 
or Rabbinical writings, nor in other Hebrew books that have 
been printed, that such a thing is enjoined on the Jews therein ; 
rather is all use of blood absolutely forbidden them as an 
abomination ; likewise in the writing of Christians learned in 
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Judaism, such as Buxdorffer,* Eisenmenger,} and others, who 
have examined closely the errors and superstitions of the Jews 
and brought them to light, there is no reason to be found for 
this accusation, and, lastly, the whole body of Jews who 
entered the Christian faith before, as well as since the twenty- 
six years of my professorship, and have frankly revealed the 
weakness of their nation, have unanimously affirmed that this 
accusation of Christian blood being needed is a purely invented 
charge, which I herewith attest as a contribution to truth, and 
corroborate by signing my name and the printed seal of Tessers 
Collegium. Prague, the 20th October, 1736. Franciscus 
HasrLpaver e Societate Jesu Librorum Hebr. Censor mpa.’’— 
The copy in the possession of the Israelite Religious Community 
in Vienna is authenticated by the Imperial-Royal book- 
controller and censor, Karl Fischer. The document was read 
by the Deputy Dr. Jos. Bloch in the Austrian Reichsrat at 
Vienna on llth February, 1890, v. Ozsrerreicn. WocHeEns- 
CHRIET, 180, No. 18. 


Christian Benedikt Michaelis (1680-1764) and 
Johann Salome Semler (1725-91) on 21st February, 1760, 
v. supr. p. 152——Semler’s report is first printed in 
S.’s_“Historisch-theologische Abhandlungen,’’ 2nd 
series, 2nd part, Halle, 1762. 

Joh. Friedr. von Meyer, “Erklarung wtber den 
angeblichen Blutgebrauch der Juden’’ (1841), in 
Lowenstein’s “ Damascia,’’® appendix pp. 5-10; also 
in “Neuer Pitaval,”’ II. (1842), pp. xxv. sq. 

Franz Joseph Molitor (a learned Catholic, author 
of the “Philosophie der Geschichte’’), “Erklarung 
uber die Blutfrage im Judentum ”’ (1841), in Léwen- 
stein’s “ Damascia,’’? Appendix pp. 11-16; also in 
“Neuer Pitaval,’’ II. (1842), pp. xxx. sq. 

Bintermm [a Catholic priest], “Uber den Gebrauch des 

Christenblutes bet den Juden,’’ Diisseldorf, 1834 (29) 

and 1891 (20). 

WIEDENFELD [an Evangelical pastor], “Was von der 

Behauptung, ‘dass die Juden Christenblut. genie- 

ssen” zu halien sei? Ein Wort der Belehrung und 


* There is probably especial reference to Joh. Buxtorff, senior’s (1564 
to 1629) “ Synagoga Judaica,’’ Bale 1603 and frequently. 


+ [Cf. however supr. p. 169 note.] 
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Warnung,’’ Elberfeld, 1834 (29). Cf. supr. p. 

206 sq. 

Alexander McCaul, who is proved by his work 
“The Old Paths’’ [Nethibéthdélam,’’ or “The True 
Israelite *’] to be not only thoroughly acquainted with 
Pharisaic Judaism, but also to be a penetrating, even 
too incisive a critic of it, published in 1840: “ Reasons 
for believing that the charge lately revived against the 
Jewish people is a baseless falsehood,’’ London (58). 

Franz Delitzsch (ob. 4th March, 1890). Cf. supr. 
p. 157, and “Christliche Zeugnisse,”’ etc., 12-18. 

H. Oort, “Der Ursprung der Blutbeschuldigung 
gegen die Juden,’’ Leyden and L., 1883 (81). 

Alois Miiller (Catholic), “Brauchen die Juden 
Christenblut?’’ Vienna, 1884 (16). 

Gustaf H. Dalman, “Die Tétung Unglaubiger nach 
talmudisch-rabbinischem Recht.,’’ L., 1885 (48). 
J.J.J.v. D6LLINGER in his speech delivered at the Munich 

Academy on 25th July, 1881, v. “ Akademische Vor- 

trage,’’? I. (Munich, 1890), 208 sq.: “ Accustomed to 

the idea that every Jew was the born enemy and debtor 
of the Christian, the nations, at a time which, more- 
over, credulously grasped at the horrible and 
unnatural by preference, nay, even with greediness, 
held the Jews capable of any crime, even the most 
improbable or impossible. . . . If there was a 
corpse anywhere, on which there appeared traces of 
otolence, or a dead child was found, a Jew was bound 
to be the murderer; as a rule vt was assumed the crime 
was committed by several people together, and torture 
was continued until they made confession. Then 
followed horrible executions, and in many cases a 
killing of the whole Jewish population in town and 
country en masse. An orderly, unprejudiced trial 
was not to be imagined. The judge or magistrate 
themselves trembled at the rage of the populace, who 
were convinced beforehand, for it was now an estab- 
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lished presumption that the worst villainous deeds 
were to be expected from each member of the murder- 
ous nation.”’ 

Dionysius Latas, Greek Archbishop of Zante, at the 
International Congress of Religions at Chicago, 
made the following statement on 23rd September, 
1898, v. OESTERR. WOCHENSCHR., 1893, No. 44, Dp. 
864: “ The belief is widespread in the Orient among 
the ignorant masses of the population that Jews use 
the blood of Christian children for the objects of their 
religious ritual, and, in order to procure such, do 
not shrink from committing murders. Persecutions 
of the Jews frequently break out because of this belief, 
and the innocent victims are exposed to many deeds 
of violence and dangers. Considering the fact that 
such erroneous ideas are also widespread among the 
ignorant masses of other countries and that in the last 
decade Germany and Austria were the scene of mal- 
treatment of innocent Jews, who were charged with 
having perpetrated such ritual murders, I, as a 
Christian priest, demand of this Congress that we 
record our conviction that Judaism forbids murder 
of any kind, and that none of its sacred authorities or 
books commands or permits murder or the use of 
human blood for ritual purposes or religious cere- 
monies. The spread of such a CALUMNY against the 
believers in a monotheistic religion is UNCHRISTIAN. 
It is irreconcilable with a Christian’s duty to leave 
so terrible an accusation uncontradicted, and the 
good name of Christendom requires that I should beg 
this parliament to declare that Judaism and the Jews 
are as guiltless of the crime imputed to them as were 
the Christians of the first centuries.” 

NATHANAEL, Greek Archbishop of Brussa, Pastoral 
Letter of 15th April, 1898. “A few days before 
Easter a young man of Ghemlek, by name Chara- 
lambos Spanon, was found dead near the village of 
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Cazikli, near Brussa. . . . The doctor examined 
the body, and after finding neither wounds nor other 
marks of violence, came to the conclusion that the 
young man, who was not normal mentally, had spent 
the night at the spot, and finally been frozen to death. 

We do not understand how his death can be 
attributed to the Jews. This absurd assertion, which 
was disseminated by malicious persons, provoked 
the inhabitants of Ghemlek against the Jews, several 
of whom were maltreated. These deeds of violence 
have been repeated in other places in our diocese. 

These barbaric actions have filled us with 
great pain and sorrow. . . . Nothing is less in 
consonance with the spirit of our holy religion than 
the racial hatred and the blind fanaticism which 
provoke the lower passions of the populace. There- 
fore, and because we consider absurd and mad the 
beltef that the Jews slaughter Christian children in 
order to use them for secret rituals, we advise you 
herewith paternally to refrain from any deed of 
violence against the Jews. Those who act contrarily 
will incur censure from us and punishment from the 

Imperial [Turkish] Government. . . . We beg 

you to live in freedom and accord with all your fellow- 

burghers, as the Holy Scriptures prescribe in the 
words: ‘ Blessed are the peace-makers: for they shall 
be called the children of God.’ We also entreat for 
you the mercy of our Saviour, and give you our 

Archiepiscopal blessing.’’ Cf. OESTERR. WoCcHEN- 

SCHRIFT, 1893, No. 30, p. 563 sq. 

Fr. Frank (a Catholic priest], “Der Ritualmord vor 
den Gerichtshéfen der Wahrheit und der Gerechtig- 
keit,’’ Regensburg, 1901 (327), “Nachtrage,’’ 1902 
(100). 

“Christliche Zeugnisse gegen die Blutbeschuldi- 
gung der Juden,”’ Be., 1882 (58) [22 declarations and 


professional reports by Faculties (Amsterdam, 
8 
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Utrecht, Copenhagen, Upsala, Christiania), bishops, 
and scholars, among others by Franz Delitzsch, Paul 
de Lagarde, Ad. Merx, Th. Néldeke, C. Siegfried of 
Jena, H. L. Strack and A. Wiinsche of Dresden, drawn 
up apropos of the Tisza-Eszlar proceedings]. 

A similar compilation, which, however, also goes 
back to former times, is, “Die Blutbeschuldigung 
gegen die Juden. Von christlicher Seite beurtheilt,’’ 
Vienna (Steyrermihl), 1883. 

The International Orientalist Congresses at Lei- 
den, 1883, and Rome, 1899, also declared themselves 
against the blood accusation. 


XX. ABOUT THE ORIGIN OF THE “ BLOOD- 
ACCUSATION ”’ 


The blood-accusation in its narrower sense, i.e., 
the assertion that the Jews need Christian blood, is - 
not yet seven centuries old. The monk Rudolph of 
Mainz, who incited against the Jews in 1146, certainly 
described them as enemies of the Christian religion, 
but without mentioning the blood-accusation. And 
it is as little mentioned by Bernhard of Clairvaux 
(1091-1153), who, contrary to this Rudolph, warned 
against murder of the Jews. Agobard, Archbishop of 
Lyons (ob. 840), made the most violent attacks on the 
Jews in his works “De Insolentia Judaeorum”’ and 
“De Judaicis superstitionibus,’’ in order to keep the 
Christians as far as possible away from the Jews. 
He, however, makes not the slightest allusion to the 
employment of Christian blood by Jews; he does not 
even say that Jews had committed murders of Chris- 
tians. His silence is therefore a strong proof that he 
knew nothing whatever about the “blood-accusa- 
tion.’ Aug. Rohling accordingly uttered a gross 
untruth when he wrote in “Meine Antworten an die 
Rabbiner,”’ p. 56, that Agobard had, in the two above- 
named works, “published the more ancient facts of 
the case.” 

1. The most ancient accusation against the Jews 
connected with our work is that out of hatred against 
Christianity and the Christians they crucify Christian 
children at the time of the Christian Easter (Inmestar 
416, William of Norwich 1144, v. supr. p. 176 sq.). 
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2. On a line with this and connected with it we 
find the blood-superstition operative, i.e., the convic- 
tion that an especial magical and cure-working power 
is a quality peculiar to the human blood. It is 
easy to assume that one’s fellow-man also shares a 
superstition in which one is oneself entangled; one 
is particularly disposed thereto in the case of those 
with whom one lives in the same country, but whose 
language, religion and custom one does not know. 
Now, there can scarcely be any doubt that the Jews, 
on the average, knew more about the people in whose 
midst they lived than the latter about the Jews.* It 
is therefore, on the whole, easier to assume a trans- 
ference of folklorist (popular-medical, superstitious, 
etc.) notions from,the ruling peoples to the Jews than 
the inverse. We have now seen that the belief in the 
efficacy of the blood, apart from the purely religious 
offering, was widespread almost universally since 
very ancient times, but is relatively very rare precisely 
in the case of the Jews. Accordingly it is probable 
that the view which was first expressed in the thir- 
teenth century, that the Jews make use of Christian 
blood as a means of cure (Fulda 1235, Thomas of 
Cantimpré, v. supr. p. 178 sq.), springs from the belief 
which was widespread among the Jews in the Middle 
Ages in the great effectiveness of blood. So far as a 
judgment is possible after a critical testing of the 
tradition, this belief has only been imputed to the 
Jews of the Middle Ages and of later times, but they 
did not themselves possess it. 


* hence, it is also explained, that the Jews became in many ways the 
object of superstitious ideas, Cf. supr. p. 23, 25 sq.; p. 33 8q.; p. 
75, 76; p. 94, 8 sq. and 18; p. 101, 22 sq. and 102, 22. Likewise, 
Wutthe® (v. index) ; Ur-Quell 1892, 51, 53, 54, 126-8, 150, 151, and 
1897, 52. According to Grimm, “ Mythologie,’ Supplement p. 
Ixx., Ixxxii., Ixxxv., no. 473, there is a ghost dangerous to childrer 

. called “Judel.’’ In essentially evangelical country places, the 
Catholic priest is not seldom regarded as a wonderworker, or « (ice 
versa. lex PF j 
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3. Blood-ritual. The Alexandrine grammarian 
Apion (first half of the first century a.p.) accused the 
Jews according to Josephus (“Contra Apionem,”’ IT., 
8), that every year they fattened up a Greek in the 
temple, and then made of him a victim for sacrifice, 
and consumed part of his entrails, whilst they swore 
to be enemies of the Greeks (“occidere hominem et 
ejus corpus sacrificare secundum suas sollemnitates 
etgustare ex ejus visceribus et jusjurandum facere in 
immolatione Graeci, ut inimicitias contra Graecos 
haberent’’). According to Suidas (“Lexicon,”’ s.v. 
Aapéxpitos)a certain Damocritos asserted that the Jews 
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We read nothing about a Jewish blood-ritual for 
much longer than a thousand years, till right into the 
thirteenth century. It is mentioned for the first time 
in 1236 on the occasion of the Fulda case (v. pp. 
178, 239, 276), but then already as being generally 
believed in Germany. The Emperor Frederick II. 
asks “utrum, sicut fama communis habet, Judei 
christianum sanguinem in parasceve necessarium 
haberent.’’ King Henry III. of England writes in 
regard to the question put him by the Emperor: 
“Casum a nobis inauditum.’’ Whence came this 
“fama communis?’ I think it very probable that it 
was due to such notions as Thomas Cantimpré put 
forward (v. supr. pp. 178, 239), partly on the authority 
of a proselyte who was hostile to the Jews.—The 
Christian Easter festival is almost simultaneously 
mentioned. 

In 1247 the Jews tortured at Valréas (v. p. 179), 
“confessed ’’ on 4th April, after sufficiently long tor- 
turing, especially the following (a) Bendig: Out of 
fear of the populace, the blood had been poured into 
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the privy.* With part of the blood they wanted to 
hold communion on the Saturday in Passion Week, 
because they believed they would thereby be relieved 
of sin. That was a custom among the Jews, and 
where there many of them it took place yearly, espe- 
cially in Spain, and if no Christian could be procured, 
they bought a Saracen.+ (b) Burcellas, in answer to 
the question what they wanted to do with the blood, 
said: That in olden times the high priest had 
sprinkled the altar with the blood. (c) Lucius: That 
if a child could be got, they wanted to make out of the 
blood a sacrifice as it were,t and that they were under 
obligation to send some of the blood to other Jews, 
and that the child ought really to have been crucified 
on Good Friday (v. supr. p. 178), but they had not been 
able to conceal it so long, and therefore already killed 
it on the Wednesday night. All had touched the girl, 
in order to obtain atonement.s—In the. same year, 


* He who wants blood and is accustomed (“ consuetudo ’’) to murder 
for the sake of blood, is sure (there can be no doubt about it) to 
think before every murder about a safe place for keeping the costly 
stuff, and will not be ready to throw away the blood from fear of 
discovery. 

+ “Quod de dicto sanguine debebant communicare die sabbati sancto 
[30th March] nuper preterito et credebant salvari, Item dixit idem 
Bendig, quod consuetudo est inter Judeos et ubicunque maxima sit 
multitudo Judeorum, facere factum simile annuatim et maxime in 
partibus Yspanie quia ibi est maxima multitudo J udeorum, et 
quando non possunt habere Christianum, emunt Saracenum.’’ The 
absurdity of the “confessions” is here, too, a proof, that the 
martyred men finally said everything that was expected to be heard 
from them. Rightly does Stern remark, “ Beitrage’’ IT., 50, on 
Bendig’s statement: “But in Valréas there was precisely a quite 
small Jewish community. So, how many Christian children must 
have been killed at Easter every year! In spite of zealous examina- 
tion of authoritative sources no case of such an accusation has yet 
come to light before 1247. Neither in Spain, nor in the countries 
of Islam, did even a single accusation of a ritual murder of a Saracen 
occur during the whole of the Middle Ages.” 

“ Quasi sacrificium.’’ This phrase is explained by L. by the addi- 

tional statement that the Jews could not offer a real sacrifice, be- 

cause they had notemple. __ 

§ Cf. the laying-on of hands at the sin-offering, Leviticus IV., 15. 
Copy of the protocol in Stern, “ Beitrige,’’ no. 205. 


++ 
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1247, the Jews of Germany and France complain to 
Pope Innocent IV. that they are accused of communi- 
cating at the Passover Feast with the heart of a 
slaughtered child.* 

It is extremely probable also that several factors 
were operative in the swift dissemination of the 
charge, and no doubt in different ways in different 
places and times. At any rate, hatred and envy 
co-operated everywhere, even as they were the 
principal motives for the accusation that the Jews 
poisoned the wells.; The general imagination excited 
in some way (e.g., by the Crusades, by the Black 
Death) may also have received an impulse from the 
following facts:—(1) The circumstance that the 
Easter loaves (Maccoth) were produced with special 
solemnities, unintelligible to the Christians.—(2) The 
superstitious value once set upon the Easter loaves 
by many Jews, and still set upon them.—(3) The Jews 
remembered in their Easter Festival the Israelite 
children destroyed, according to the legend (supr. p. 


* “Quod in ipsa solempnitate se corde pueri communicant interfecti.’’ 
Bull of 5th July, 1247, v. supr. p. 253. 

+ This accusation occurs in 12th century in Bohemia, 1308 in the 
Waadt, 1321 in France, 1348 and 1349 in Germany. It was said 
the poison was prepared out of poisonous plants, human blood, 
urine, and a consecrated wafer [cf. supr. p. 58] and then thrown 
in a bag into the well. Cf. Gritz, “Geschichte” VIT., 369 sq.—Kon- 
rad von Megenberg writes in his “Buch der Natur,’’ p. 112: “Verit- 
ably whether some Jews did it, I know not . . . But I know 
well, that there were more of them in Vienna than any other city 
that I knew in German lands, and that they died there in such 
large numbers that they had greatly to enlarge their churchyard 
there, and had to buy two houses. Now if they had poisoned them- 
selves, it would have been a foolishness.’’—Clement VI., 1342-52 
declared in his Bull of 20th September, 1348, that the Jews were 
unjustly reproached with well-poisoning, since they were carried off 
by the plague just like Christians; he therefore forbade, under 
penalty of excommunication, the persecution of the Jews under this 
pretext, v. Raynaldus, “ Annalen ”’ 1348, no. 33. Martin V. v. 
supr. p. 256 sq.—It is curious that this accusation was also levelled 
against foreigners during the disturbances in China, v. “ Globus ’’ 
1890, p. 384. 
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62 sq.), by the leprous Pharaoh, and likewise the other 
murdered Jews, and they therefore liked to choose 
red wine for the “four cups,”’ “arbaa‘ kos6th,’”’ which 
were commanded to be drunk on the two commencing 
evenings. That ignorance has actually made out of 
this the consumption of blood is testified by the Polish 
Rabbi David ha-Levi ben Samuel (born c. 1600) in his 
highly-prized commentary, “Turé Zahab,” on the 
“Shulhan Arukh, Orah Hajjim,’’ 472, 8, and he asks 
that this usage should be given up on account of the 
lies connected with it.—(4) The want of knowledge of 
the “ Drachenblut,’?* which is used for the healing of 
the wound of circumcision, has also given rise to the 
i blood-accusation.’’—(5) It is possible that in single 
cases the Hebrew word “Damim ” (plural only), 
“money,’’ has been confounded with “Dam,” also 
often in the plural, “ Damim,”’ “blood,” and thereby 
the gaining of money has been converted into thirst 
for blood (Cf. Schudt, “ Jiid. Merckwiirdigkeiten,” rs 
468.)—Cf. also supr. p. 178, and H. Oort, “ Ursprung 
der Blutbeschuldigung gegen die Juden,’’ Leiden, 
1883. 


A serious warning as to the bringing forward of 
the imputation that Christian blood is employed for a 
rite of the Jewish religion is also afforded by history. 
History shows that imputations of the kind have 
repeatedly been a terrible weapon against innocent 
persons (innocent, at least, in that connection). The 
Christians of the second and third centuries suffered 


* “Drachenblut”’ (« dragon’s blood”’) is the dark, blood-red resin, 
e.g., of the Calamus Draco (Willd.), a palm native of Central India, 
also of the Pterocarpus Draco (L.), native of the West Indies, the 
Dracaena Draco (L.), ete. Ch A. Lojander, “Beitrige zur 
Kenntniss des Drachenblutes,”’ Strassburg i. E. 1887 (73), 
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severely under them. The celebration of Holy Com- 
munion, the mention of partaking of the body and 
the blood of the Lord afforded a point of connection.* 
Already the younger Pliny, 111 sq., Pro-consul of the 
province of Bithynia in Asia Minor, appears to have 
cherished suspicion and to have started an inquiry.t 
At any rate, he writes (“ Epist,’’ X. 97 to the Emperor 
Trajan) that the persons accused of belonging to 
the Christian belief, and therefore summoned by him 
for inquiry, had assured him that they had bound 
themselves by an oath, not indeed for any vicious 
purpose, but not to commit theft or adultery, to keep 
their promises, and not to disown what was entrusted 
to them. At their meetings they had enjoyed 


*The 13th Fragment of Irenaeus in Stieren’s edition (I., 832) relates 
that the heathens had forced heathen slaves, serving in Christian 
houses, to give evidence about the Christians. In their fear, these 
slaves, who had heard of the receiving of the body and blood in the 
holy communion, had given information about this, “ agro! vouloavres 
7O Gyre aie. Kal odpxa. eivat, Todro efetmov trois éxlyrovow.” Cf. Justin, 
“Apol.’’ ii. 12 (v. p. 282). 

+ Who or what aroused this suspicion in him is not known to us. 
But we know well that the Jews were not guiltless of the spreading- 
abroad of this untrue “ blood-accusation.’”’ Origen, “Contra Cel» 


sum, VI., 27, writes: “ ¢Bovd7jOy yap [6 Kédgos] robs dre(pous tov 
Hperépov evtvxdvtas abrovd TH ypady woAcuaoat mpds pas ds Ocdv xarnpa- 
pévov A€yovtas Tov Tove TOU Kdcpov Kahov Syuiovpyov. Kat Soxel por 
mapatAjcwov ‘lovdaias rerounkevat, Tois Kara THY &pxhv Tis TOD xpurriavic pod 
&8acKxadrtas KatacKeddoact Svodysiav tod Adyov, ws dpa Karabdcavres 
ma.diov petahapBdvovow avrod trav capKar, Kal madw Ott of dxd Tod hdyou 
\ a , , , , . x A: ¢ ci PS 
7a Tod oxorov mpatrew Bovddspevor cBevviover piv 7d dis, Exaoros S8 TH 
maparvxotcn piyvutar’ Aris Svodyia mapaddyws adat piv mrELoTUV Sow 
€xpdret weiGovea tovs ddXotplovs Tod Adyou Gre Towdroi clot Xptortavol, 
kat viv Sé ere data twas drorpetopevous du. Ta ToLedra Kav cig KoWwwviav 
arAovorépay Adywy AKewv mpos Xpurriavors.” 
About the attitude of the Jews towards Jewish Christians and 
Christians in the first two centuries, Cf. Acts of Apostles IV. sq. ; 
Justin, ‘ Dialogue with Trypho,’’ 17 and 108 (the Christians were a 
“ aipeois Gbeos Kat dyonos”); “ First Apologia,’ 31, 36; “The 
Martyrdom of Polycarp ’’ XTII., 1, and XVII., 2; Tertullian, “ Ad 


nationes,’’ 1,17. But the Christians had no right to disregard the 
warning of the Apostle, I. Thessal., V. 15. 
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ordinary and innocent meals together ; even this they 
had omitted after my edict in which T had forbidden 
all public gatherings.—Justin Martyr (150-60) was 
obliged thus to depend his fellow-believers in the so- 
_ called “Second Apologia,’’ Ch. 12: “What man, greedy 
of pleasure or intemperate, and finding satisfaction in 
the eating of human flesh, would call indeed death 
welcome and would not sacrifice everything in order 
to continue his usual mode of life unobserved and as 
long as possible? If you have extorted by means of 
tortures some single confessions from our slaves, 
wives and children, they are no proofs of our guilt. 
It is not we who do that which is laid to our charge ; 
but you who did it, and yet worse do ye. We there- 
fore needed not at all to deny it, if we did such things. 
We might term our meetings mysteries of Cronos; 
we might, if we filled ourselves with blood, as the talk 
goes, declare it to be a worship after the manner of 
your Juppiter Latiaris, and would be justified in your 
eyes.’’ Cf. also “ First Apologia,’’ Ch. 26; “ Dialogue 
with Trypho,”’ Ch. 10. A thenagoras (177) writes in his 
“Apology ’”’ for the Christians addressed to Marcus 
Aurelius, Ch. 3: “Three main reproaches are levelled 
at us: atheism, Thyestean meals, and Oedipodean 
intercourse. . . . And yet even animals do not 
touch animals of the same family,’’ and he then pro- 
ceeds to confute these reproaches in detail (the second 
in Ch. 35 sq.). Theophilus of Antioch (180 sq.), “To 
Autolycus,” Book III, 4 sq. In the letter of the 
Christians at Lyons and Vienne, preserved by 
Eusebius, “History of the Church,” V., 1, the same 
accusations are mentioned. The following phrase is 
attributed to the woman martyr Byblias: “ How could 
children be eaten by such people, who are not allowed 
to eat even the blood of senseless animals!’? The 
theme is handled in especial detail in the “Octavius ”’ 
(written perhaps in 180 A.D.) of Minucius Felix (“The 
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heathen Caecilius,’’ Chs., 9, 30, 31). Tertullian, too, 
is obliged to defend the Christians as compared with 
the heathens, who in reality do worse than they 
falsely assert about the Christians. I quote these 
words, worth taking to heart, from the beginning of 
the 7th Ch. of the “ Apologeticum ”’ (c. 200): “ We are 
called the most villainous of mortals because of the 
secret practice of killing and eating children. ; 
We are called thus; but you do not seek to prove it. 
Prove it then, if you believe it, or believe tt not, as you 
have not proved it.’ Likewise Origen, “Contra 
Celsum,’’ VI., 40. Cf. further: K. Semisch, “ Justin 
der Martyrer,’ IJ. (Breslau, 1842), 105-13, and 
Kortholt, “De calumniis paganorum in veteres Chri- 
stianos sparsis,’ Kiel, 1668, 157 sq. 

Unfortunately Christians, after the Christian 
religion had become dominant, directed against 
others the calumny once directed against themselves ; 
firstly against the Montanists, in the latter Middle 
Ages frequently against heretics, and, as is here 
shown in Ch. 18, since the 13th century against the 
Jews. Sectarians, who separated from the Church, 
were altogether thought capable of any shameful 
deed. 

In regard to the Montanists cf. St. Jerome, 
“Epist.’ xli. 4: “ Praetermitto scelerata mysteria quae 
dicuntur de lactente puero et victuro martyre con- 
farrata. Malo inquam non credere; sit falsum omne 
quod sanguinis est.” Augustine, “De haeres.” 26: 
“Sacramenta perhibentur habere funesta. Nam de 
infantis anniculi sanguine quem de toto ejus corpore 
minutis punctionum vulneribus extorquent quasi 
eucharistiam suam conficere perhibentur, miscentes 
eum farinae panemque inde facientes: qui puer Si 
mortuus fuerit, habetur apud eos pro martyre; si 
autem vixerit, pro magno sacerdote’’ (Cf. ibid. Ch. 
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27). In his book on predestination Augustine observes 
that Tertullian, in the lost work against Apollonius 
about ecstasy, defended the Montanists against the 
accusation “de sanguine infantis.’’—Epiphanius, 
“ Haeres.’? xlviii. 14, also charges the Mon- 
tanists with using the blood of a child for their 
sacrifices, whose body they had stabbed with needles. 
—Respecting the Gnostics and the Manichaeans, v. 
supr. pp. 34-7. 

Concerning the later Middle Ages, as at present 
leisure fails me to compile the facts myself, I refer the 
reader to Chr. U. Hahn, “Geschichte der Ketzer im 
Mittelalter,” 3 vols., Stuttgart, 1845-50. He quotes 
IIT., 382 (following the “Brevis notitia’ in “ Biblio- 
theca maxima veterum patrum et antiquorum scri- 
ptorum,’’ XXV., 308 (Lugdun. 1677), that the Catha- 
rians were upbraided because “ Adorant Luciferum,’’ 
and “pueros eorum ei immolant.’’— About religious 
concubitus (“omnibusexstinctis luminaribus, quam 
quisque primam poterat mulierem quae ad manum 
sibi veniebat ad abutendum arripiebat,”’ following 
D’Achery “ Spicilegium,’’ I. [Paris, 1724], 605), ibid. 
III., 380, Cf. also 384, and I., 89 sq. Just the same 
accusation was brought against the Waldenses in 
Piedmont, v. J. P. Perrin, “Histoire des Vaudois,’’ 
Geneva, 1619, 10 Sq., in Hahn II., 148. 

The last proceedings taken in the Middle Ages 
against Christian heretics on the ground of the “ blood- 
accusation ’’ is, so far as I know, the “ Processus 
contra haereticos de opinione dampnata,’’ against the 
“ Fraticelli de opinione ” existing in the march of An- 
cona and the neighbouring Romagna in 1466, cf. “ Vier 
Documente aus rémischen Archiven,”’ L., 1843 (130), 
1-48. Partly owing to the tortures applied, partly 
from fear of them, the majority of those brought up 
for examination confess, apart from deviations from 
the Church doctrine (e.g., the authority of the Pope), 
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the following :—“In fine dictarum missarum lumina 

extinxerunt et dixerunt: Alleluja, Alleluja, Cias- 

cuno se pigli la sua [quilibet capiat suam!]; et 
quod his verbis dictis quilibet eorum unam accipiebat 
mulierem.,. . Quod .. . in unum coadunati 

f magnum ignem aliquando accenderunt 

et unum puerum inter eos natum in adulteriis prae- 

dictis genitum ceperunt et circum dictum ignem de 

uno ad alium duxerunt, usque quo mortuus et 
desecatus [read “desiccatus’’] extitit. Et deinde ex 
illo pulveres fecerunt et in uno flascone vini posuerunt 
et . . . de hujusmodi vino, loco sacratissimi 

Christi corporis et verae communionis, ad bibendum 

semet praebuerunt et dederunt praebereque et dare 

consueverunt.’’ Cf. too, the “Octavius’’ of Minu- 

cius Felix, Ch. 9, and Origen “ Contra Celsum,”’ VI., 

27 (supr. p. 281 note). 

Lastly, 1¢ may be mentioned that such accusations have 
often been directed not only against hated religious 
parties, but also against political foes.—E ior 
WaRBURTON, in the “ Memoirs of Prince Rupert and 
the Cavaliers ’’ (London, 1849), 1., 17, IT., 89, relates 
that the Puritans had spread the rumour that 
Charles I.’s cavaliers butchered and ate little chil- 
dren, and in consequence mothers used to overawe 
their children with the terror of the name of Rupert 
of the Palatinate—THacxeray, in “The Four 
Georges’ (“ Works,’’ London, 1876, Vol. X., 329): 
“TI came from India as a child, and our ship touched 
at an island on the way home, where my black servant 
took me a long walk, over rocks and hills, until we 
reached a garden, where we saw a man walking. 
‘That is he,’ said the black man, ‘that 1s Bonaparte! 
He eats three sheep every day, and all the little chil- 
dren he can lay hands on!’’’—Lxro Taxiu’s (the 
notorious inventor of the devil Bitru) pamphlet, “ Der 
Meuchelmord in der Freimaureret’’ (Paris), is 
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known to me only through a review: according to it, 
he makes the stabbing of the traitor Ritus take place 
upon his elevation to the grade of a Kadosch-Knight. 
—For China and Madagascar, v. supr. p. 83 sq. 
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